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ABSTRACT 

The data on institutes and teacher fellowship 
programs used in this study were those which the Bureau of 
Educational Personnel Development had readily available; none were 
collected specifically for the office of Program Planning and 
Evaluation. Areas in which data tables are presented and discussed 
are as fellows; 1) types of organizations administering projects, FY 
1969; 2) subject matter of funded projects, FY 1967 and FY 1969; 3) 
subject matter of funded projects by type of organization 
administering, FY 1969; 4) size and control of administering 
institutions, FY 1969; 5) type and control of administering 
institutions, FY 1965-6S; 6) Gourman quality ratings of administering 
institutions, FY 1965-68 and FY 1969; 7) Gourman ratings of 
administering institutions by subject matter of projects, FY 1969; 8) 
Gourman ratings of institutions submitting project proposals, FY 
1967; 9) obligations to 100 universities receiving the largest 
amounts of federal obligations, FY 1967; 10) projects by state, FY 
1965-68 and FY 1969; 11) characteristics of participants and 
unsuccessful applicants, FY 1967. Since FY 1969 was the first year of 
operation of these programs under the aegis of the Education 
Professions Development Act and thus manifested some change in 
direction, comparisons have been made, where possible, between the FY 
1965-68 period and FY 1969. (RT) 
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1. Introductlop ^ — 

In early 1969 Mr^ Bert Moginj Acting Director of the Division of 
Post'Secondary and Special Education Programs of the Office of 
Education’s Office of Program Planning and Evaluation^ requested that 
a descriptive study be made of Office of Education funded teacher 
institute and experienced teacher fellowship programs. Accordingly 
from March through June 1969 . staff members of the Office of Program 
Planning and Evaluation obtained from the Division of Assessment and 
Coordination of the Bureau. of Educational Personnel Development a 
wide' variety of data on institute and fellowship programs funded 
Ff ’s 1965 through 1969. A, description of this data and some conclu- 
sions thereon comprise this study. 



2. Legislative History 

Institutes for teachers were first authorized by the National 
Defense Educa;tlon Act of 1958. During the first years of the institute 
program the subject matter pf. institutes to be funded was limited to a 
very few specialized fields which were considered shortage areas. 
However by 1965, the first year with which this study concerns itself, 
the NDEA had been amended to allow the funding of both short-term and 
regular session institutes in a wide number of subject matter areas 
for a wide' variety of education perspnnei. Further, Section 13 of 



the National Foundation o^^th^ and the Humanities Act of 1965 

provided fpf the f unding of arts and humanities institutes^ and 









Title V-C of. the Higher Education Act of 1965 provided £ull*-year 
fellowships for persons making a career of elementary or secondary 
education. Funding of institute and teacher fellowship programs 
continued under these legislative authorities through FY 1968 • 

\ r 

Subject matter areas covered in EY’s 1965 — 1968 included arts and 
humanities , Civvies , counseling and guidance, disadvantaged youth, 
economics, educational media, English, English for speakers of 
other languages, geography, histor 3 ’^, industrial arts, international 
affairs, modem foreign languages, reading^ school library, and 
”other”. 

Beginning in FY 1969, however, NDEA, Arts and Humanities, and HEA 
legislative authorities were superseded by Partis C and D of the 
Education Professions Development Act . Part C provides for fellov^ship 
programs for the education of teachers 

and related educational personnel who are pursuing a career in 
elemeptary oir secondary or post— secondary vocational education. Part D 
provides for a wide variety of short— term or regular session institutes 
arid for other pre— service or in-service training programs geherally 
designed to Improve the qualifications of persons serving or preparing 

i' ■■ \ ■ '■ ■' 

to serve in ^he fields of elementary and seconda^ education or post- 
secondary -<ro cat ional educatiorti Both Parts C and D also authorize 
planning gratits and/or pilot prog'r^s.* Basically the thrust of the 
, institute and fellowship programs beginning in FY 1969 was away from 
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basic academic areas (a. g. English, history, geography) and toward 
innovative programs in a wide variety of fields deemed of need for the 
educational personnel in the geographic area to be served. Although 
many of the FY 1969 institutes and fellowship programs tended to fall 

r' . 

into traditipnal academic areas, at least 80 percent of the projects 
were at least slanted toward the year’s three priority areas; dis- 
advantaged (50%) , handi mpp i- d ( 1 5 %)~ v~aftd vocational education (15%) . 

Although FY 1970 does not figure in this study it is of interest to 
note that the priorities for that year will be basic studies, career 
opportunities, early childhood, educational administration, more 
effective school personnel utilization, special education, support 
personnel,! teacher leadership development, trainers of teacher 
trainers, and vocational and technical education. In addition^ the, 

FY 1969 percentages of disadvantaged, handicapped, and vocational 
education will be continued. 

the emphasis on vocational education is the result of the 
passage^ as part of the yocational Education Amendments of 1968, 
of Part F of the Educational Prof essions Development Act. This 
part provides; specifically for training and dev^h-ppment programs 
in the field of vocatioTial education, programs which had previously 
been authorized by^ h^^ Education Act of 1963. Although 

Vi V;!; appropriations for Part F were authorized in FY 1969, none were 
- ^ in apptopriatipn language for the 

er|c ' 
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t time in : fY',' 1970.- 
Appropriations History 

viable i-t traces the appropriations history of Parts C, D, and 
F of the Fduoation Professions Development Act and predecessor , 

programs. ’ , It is of interest, to note that' appropriations for the 
original NDEA institutes rose from a modest $4,994,600 in FY 1969 to 
$ 14 , 500,900 in FY 1964, then jumped to $36,883,^00 in FY 196'5, the 
year of 'the great emphasis on education apd the passage of the 
Elanientary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 and the Higher 
Education Act of 1965, With the addition of a $20,000,000 appropri- 
ation for teacher fellowship programs and a somewhat increased 
appropriation for institutes in FY 1966, the total for training 
programs that year rose to $62,647,060* In spite of a slight 
reduction inlihstituteapptoprlations, an increase to $30,000,000 
of the teacher fellowship appropriations increased the FY 1967 total 
to $68,598,000, Further increases in fellowship appropriations plus 
ne^. vocational education moneys increased the FY 1968 total to $74,750,000. 
In 1^ 1969, the first year of appropriations under Parts C and D of 
the Education Professions Development Act, the total was $80,000,000. 

The FY 1970 appropriation request, which will include moneys for 
Part F as well as Parts ,C and D of EPDA, is likewise 'for $80,000,000. 

Scope and Outline of This Study 

The data '-oh institutes and teacher fcllpwshlp programs used In 
'this study, werel.tHose '.whicitl^^^ 
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Development h;ad readily available; none were collected specifically 
for the Office of Program Planning and Evaluation. For this reason 
data in most areas are available for one or two years only; in almost 
no areas are ;data available for all five years of the study. This is 
not of particular importance/ however, since we are merely trying to 
get an overview of the institute and teacher fellowship programs as 
they have fisted. Since FY 1969 ' was the, first year of operation of 
these programs under the aegis of the Education Professions Development i 

. Act and thus manif ested' some; change in direction , we; have tried where j 

possible to mlake a comparison between the FY 1965-68 period and FY 1969, ; 



Areas in which data will be presented and discussed in this study 
are as follows: • v' 

r — Types oi orgailizations administeririg, projects; FY 1969 

—Subject matter of funded projects: ET 1967 and FY^ ^1 

r;”Subject matter of funded projects by type of organization 
administering: FY 1969 

--Size and control of administering institutions; FY 1969 

— Type aiid control of administering institutions; FY_!s 1965-68 

— Gourman. ratings of administering institutions; ■ FY’s 1965—68 
and FY 1969 

^ . ' 4 ■ 

—Gourmani ratings of administering institutions by subject 
matter pf projects; FY 1969 

--Goutnman ratings of institutions submitting project 
proposals: FY 1967 'v,.:'.- ' *■ ..L.,: 




--Obligations to lQP universiii®s receiving the iatfgea^ ■ 
. ambun'ts;' of; FeiSeral’ pbll ■ FY ; 1967:‘ ' , ; 




, --Pr'bjects by state: FY's 1965^68 

—cUracteristics of Participants and Unsuccessful Applicants: 

FY, 1967 ' . 

Specific sources of the data will be indicated in the tables and/ or 
as the data are presented. 

5. Type of Of^atlizationS Administerin g Pro.iects, 

Under legislation authorizing institutes and teacher fellowship 

programs through PT 1968 only institutions of higher education were 
eligible to submit proposals and; administer funded projects. Accord- 
ingly ali: dkta in this study dealing with FY’s 1965 - 1968 is concern- 
ed : with college and uniyefsity adniinistered projects. However, under 
the Educatibn Professions Development Act, State and local education 
agenciesVand certain other public and private non-prof it organizations 

became eligible to receive awards. 

Table 2 shows for FY 1969, the first operation under the 

aegis of EPDA, the number and percent of different organizations 

administering Part C and D projects by type of organization. It also 
: shows the number and percent of Part C and D projects (some individual 

organizations, especially Institutions of higher education administer 
a number pi projects) by type of administerin'l organization. Here 
we see that out of a total of 430 organizations administering FY 1969 
projects^ 315 bF^^7 institutions of higher education; 97 or 

22.6% are local education agencies ; 16 or 3, 7% are State education 

agericiee; And 12& 




organizations;. Looking at the situation by project we see that out 
of the total) 740 projects, 604 or 81.6% are administered by institu- 
tions of higher education; 103 or 13.9% are administered by local 
education agencies ; 20 or 2.7% are administered by State education 
agencies ; and 13 or 1.8% are'' administered by other public or private 
honrprofit organizations. 



Thesei FY-, 1969 figures indicate that other organizations beside 
colleges and" Universities, and espetially local education agencies. 



are 



indeed showing an inteiresit in: administering teacher training 
projgram^. It will be interesting . to sCe whether the FY 1970 program 
(forrwhich awards vill riot be announced until January 1970) shows an 
increase in involvement of these Vpther organizations” in the progr2im 



Subject Matter of Funded Proiects 

As has been noted above in the sectibri' on- legislative history, 
institute and fellowship programs from FY 1965 through 1968 we te in 
traditional ricademic subject matter areas generally dictated by law. 
Beginning in ,FY 1969; however,, the emphasis under the EPDA was away 
from the traditional areas toward subject, areas more in keeping with 
the needs of. school pefsorinel. ■ ' Jk" 

'Table , 3-1* shows FY 1967 and FY 1969 institute and teacher fellow- 



ship projects, by subject, matter fields. It is of interest in tracing 



- .V- 



the changri ’ in, emphasis under the EPDA to note the change in percent 

Among 
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of j:otal projects'' -i^^ fields from.:' .1967 to FY 1969* 
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those traditional academic fields showing a significant decrease in 
percent 'of total projects from It 1967 to 1969 are: educational media, 
down from 5.8% to 2.5%; Engiish,; down from 16^2'" to 9.1%; foreign 
languages, down from . 8 . 0 % to 6.2%; geography, down from 3.8% to 2.5%; 
history, down, from 13.2% to '5.4%.; industrial arts, dovra from 4.9% to 
3.3%; and reading, down from 9.2% to 3.5%. (It should be noted that 
proj ects in ; the school library field, which accounted for 2.8%. of 
total projects in FY 1 96 7, were funded in FY 1969 under another 
legislative authority and accordingly shown in the FY 1969 , 

column of T^bl^e 3--L*) 

; New fields showing a significant increase in percent of total 
projects ’arc ; disadvantaged youth, up from 9.1% to 12.3%; early 

childhood, up from .5% to 2 . 9%; element ary and secondary education 
(general), up from nothing to 3 .2%;^ speakers of other 

languages. Up from’ 1.5% to 3.3%; health and physical education, up 

from nothing to 2 . 2 %; internatibnal affairs, up from nothing to 

1.4%; mathematics, up from. .5% to 2.7%; school administratxon, up 
from .5% ;to' 3.6%; secondary education (general) up from nothing 
to . 1 . 9 %; social studies, up f rbpi. . 6% to 2.5%; special education, 
up from nothing to 4.5%; support pefsonnel, u;^ from nothing to 3.2%; 
and vocational education, up from nothing to 3.0%. ' 

7. Rnbiect Natter of Fundedr^PrtrTg'clfr^^ ^^ Organizatioji 

■ Administering’ ' . ■ 

table A-'t al subj ect matter of funded proj ects , this 

time for FY 1969 ;bnly a^ by typb^^^o^^^^^ 




proj ects' and by whether the projects are Institutes, fellowship 
programs, or planning grants. The percentages by subject matter 
area in this .'table are somewhat different from those in the FY 1969 
column of Table 3~L. The reason for this is simply that two different 
sources of data with two different dates were used for the two tables. 
Farther, since the tabulations for Table 3-L were made from a list of 
project titles, the categor ization of a given project was often quite 
subjective. ;For instance, since programs for training teachers of 

teachers (TTT) were a priority in FY 1969, those projects whose titles 
mentioned TTf were categorized as TTT projects rather than as English, 
reading, or vocational education projects, etc. Thus Table 3-L shows 
55 TTT projects or 8.9% of the total. Table 4-L, on the other hand, 
shows no TTT projects for FC 196.9 because such projects were categorized 
by academic s;ubject area. 

It lS| of 'interest to note in Table 4-L that most of the planning 
grants funded in IT 1969 are, as might be expected, in the less 
established, non-academic fields such as disadvantaged youth, early 
childhood, health and physical education, special education, support 
personnel, and training teachers of teachers. 

Looking at 'Table 4-L from the standpoint pf^type of administering 
organization, ;we see that colleges and' universxties are, of course, 

administering 'projects in all subject matter areas; local education 
agencies are a.dministeri'hg pTO'j ects. in almost all subject matter areas 
with no sighifleaht; coricentratidns ; S edocatlpn agencies are 



'j.- '■ 
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administering projects in somewhat £ eMer r subj ect matter areas, like- 
wise with no significant concentrations; and other public and private 
non-profit organizations are administering projects mainly in the 
areas of disadvantaged youth and training teachers of teachers. 

Also of interest in Tablfe 4-L is the percentage of total institute, 
fellowship, and planning grant projects administered by the various 
types of organizations. Of the;447 institute projects, 355 or 79.4% 
are being administered by colleges and universities; 57 or 12.8%, by 
local edhcation agencies; 15 or 3.4%, by State education agencies; and 
20 or 4.5%, by other public and private non-profit organizations. Of 
the 110 fellowship programs, 108 or 98.2% are being administered by 
higher education institutions , and 1 each or .9% each are being 
administered by a local education agency and a State education agency. 
The breakdown 'among the 62 /planning grants is 45 or 72.6% administered 
by colleges and universities; 14 b]C 22,6%, by local education agencies; 
none, by State education agencies; and 3 or 4. 8%_, by other organizations. 



8. Size and Control of Administering Institution 

Table 5-L shows the number and percent of institutions of higher 
education awarded FY 1969 institute and teacher . fellowship proj ects 
by size and control of school. It also shows l^e number and percent 
of FY 196!9 projects awarded by size and control of adaiinlstering 
institution.’ In addition, it lists the number and percent of all 
institutions of higker .sducatlon in the Uni-ted States and higher 
. enrollment by size’ and cpntfoi of school, ^ ' 
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Let US look first at enrollment size. Here we see from a study 
of the number of schools column that of the 2374 Institutions of 
higher ed^ucatlon In the United States, the vast majority, 2026 or 
85,4'%^ had enrollments under 5,000. However, when we look at the 
total enrollment column we ndte that thoce 85.4% of the Institutions 
with under 5,000 enrollments had only 34,6% of the total U.S. higher 
education enrollment; oh the other hand, the 348 schools with enroll- 
ments over 5,000, only 14.6% of all schools, had 65.4% of the total 
college population. In fact, the 55 schools with 20,000 or more 

■' i ' ■■ . ■ . , ^ ■ . .... ■ 

students, only 2,3% of all schools, were, educating 25.2% of the total 
college enrollment. 

Now looking at the two columns showing schools awarded FY 1969 
projfects by slzeand projects awarded by size of administering 
institution, we see that the percentage distributions are similar 
to the percentage distributions in the total enrollment column. Of 
the 315 institutions of higher, edupation awarded FY 1969 projects, 

116 or 36.9% had enrollments under 5,000, and 199 or 62.7% had 
enrollments over 5,000. And of the 604 projects awarded to institu- 
tions of higher education in FY 1969, 143 or 23.7% went to schools 
of under 5i000, and 461 or 76. 3% went to school^ over 5,000. These 
percentages 'dompare respeGtlvely with, enrollment column percentages 
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Turning now to control of Institutions of higher education, we 
see that 934- or 39 , of the total of 2,374 schools are under public 
control while 1,440 or 60.7 are privately controlled. However, when 
we look at the total higher education enrolltnent picture we see that 
69.7% of all college Students are attending publicly controlled 
institutions while only 30. 3% are in private schools. 

I . • • _ , 

Our columrls showing schools receiving FY 1969 awards by control 
; and pro ject S' awarded by control of school again show a similar 
percentage distribution to the total enrollment column. Of the 
schools awarded projects, 65.7%, were publicly controlled and 34.3% 
were private; of all projects awarded, 71.7% went to institutions 
under public ■, control and only 28.2 went to private institutions. 

Table 5-L shows us, then, that the distribution of FY 1969 

an4 teacher, fellowship project awards by size and control 
of a!dministerlng institution was roughly the same as the distribu~ 
tion^ of the U.S. co3.1ege population. 

9* Type and Control of Administering Institution 

Table 6-L shows, for the fiscal years 1965-1968 averaged and 1969 
singly, the number and percent of U.S. total higgler education enroll- 
■ ment by type -.and control. o.f . institution and the number and percent 
of EPDA and predecessor projects by type and control of administering 
; • institution, The "types" of institutions listed here are universities, 
all other fout:-y. ear: Inst 
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controls*' arp, agaln^ public and private, 



Looking first at the averaged figures for FY* a 1965-68 we see that 
67.7% of all students were in public institutions and 32.3% in private 
schools. :A similar percentage breakdown appears in the FY 65-68 
projects column; 69.5% went to publicly controlled schools, 30.5% 
to private institutions. 

A study of the percentage distributions by type of schools in the 
two FY 65-68 columns shows that 38.7% of college students were attend- 
ing universities, 40.9%. v.e’^ 6 enrolled in all other four-year schools, 
and 20.3% were in two-year institutions . The distribution for FY 1965- 
68 proje'cts was somewhat different; 63.3% of projects went to universi- 
ties, 36.6% to other four-year schools, and only .1% to two-year 
institutions. This distribution does riot, of course, reflect any 
prejudice in; favor of universities and away from junior colleges. 
Institutes and teacher fellowship programs were in FY's 1965-1968 . 
designed, for. the most part, at the graduate level of instruction. 

It is only; natural, then, that a large proportion of projects should 
go to universities and that almost none should, go to two year schools. 

The FY; 1969 jpicture is only slightly different. Total enrollment 
and number ofiproject pereehtageri 'by public and private control are 
very similar ^ The total enrollment are 72*2% public and 

27.8% priyate; prbl^^^ by control, p'f a^iriiistering s are 71.7% 



• ‘ - .V V 



O 

ERIC 



'.V- / //.-■ 



1 . 9 ';' 



\ i 



14 



ERIC 



and 28.3% private. It is of interest V7hen comparing the FY 69 
fi,y.r.*os \vith those for IT 65-68 to note that' the FY 69 projects the , 
sauVe inc.risasQ in proportion of -public control and 'decrease in private 
control as is shown in the enrollment percentages. 

Enrollment by type of sbhool in FY 1969 was 36.8% in universities, 
39,5/. in other four— year schools, and 23. 7%j in two— year Institutions. 
Respective percentages for FY 1969 projects wdre 60.8%, '37,1%, and 
2.2‘%. Again vthe percentage of ..projects adminxatered by , universities 
is much higher than the percentage of college students attending such 

schools, and ithe percentage administered by junior colleges is much 

. ■ ■' V ■■ . ^ '• i' /■■' ' > ■ 

rower. Comparing the FY 69 figures to the FY ;65-68 We /note that the 

percentage of students at tending both types ' of four-y^kr ' schools went 
cown slightly, while the percentage attending junior /colleges went up; 
Similarly, the percentage 'o£, project s awarded to all four-year schools 
and to universities went down somewhat, and the percentage to two-year 
schools went: up from. vl% to 2, 2%. However,' the percentage awarded 

to four-year .schools otKef than .universities^^lso went up. slightly, 

upo-iice the enrollment figures. I<Jhile these figures might seem to 
indicate that institvite and teacher fellowship awards tend to follow 
the Net iokal; shift toward junior colleges, the^reason for the 
slight inerease in awards to two-year schools is more likely that 
uridkr the' change in legislatiye 'authorityv first reflected in FY 1969, 
empnasis^i .was ,, placed on proj to train non-prpfessional school ' 
pers< 



resources 
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to administer. 

Tables 7->L, 8-L, 9-L, 10-L, and 11-L are also concerned with type 
and control of institutions. The types listed in these tables, however, 
are much^ more extensive; institutions are broken down by both highest 
level of offering (i.e. two and less than four-year institutions, 

institutions offering bachelor’s or first professional degrees, 

institutions offering master’s or equivalent degrees, institutions 

offering Ph.D or equivalent degrees, and other professional but non- 
degree offering institutions) and by^^^t^^^^ 

occupational terminal; liberal arts and general; liberal arts and 

general and 'occupational terminal; primarily teacher preparatory; 

liberal art^ and general and teacher preparatory; liberal arts and ^ 

general, occupational terminal," preparatory; professional 

only not including teacher preparatory; professional and teacher 

preparatory; professional and occupational terminal; liberal arts 
and general and one or two prof esslonal schools ; and liberal arts 
and general . and three or more professional schools). And the control 
categories here are public, private-independent , and private- 



religious . 

' I • 



Table 7-L is a control table. It merely ^ists the number and 



percent of :all Institutions in the United States by type and control 
during the/^1967-68 academic ye^ 8-L and 9-h deal respectively 

with Fy’s/l965-68: |a^^ show tjie number and percent of . 

instltut’lohs of higher education r^^ 
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fellowship awards by type and control of institution. Tables 10-L 
an(i ll-L also' deal with FY’^ and FY 1969 fespectively and show the 

number and percent of institutas and teacher fellowship projects by type 
and control of administering institution. It should be pointed out 
here that all school categorizations in Tables 7~L, 8-L, 9-L, 10-L, 
and ll-L are as of the 1967-68 academic year, even though tables 8-L 
and 10-LiShowFY 65-68 project figures and Tables 9-L and ll-L deal 
with FY 1969 projects. 

Table 7-L, our control tablev^ shows that of a total of 2536 
institutions' of higher education, 1043 or 41.1% are publicly controlled, 

576 or 22.7% are under private non-sectarian control, and 917 or 36.2% 
are controlled by religious' organizations;'" Looking at these institutions 
by highest leyel of offering, we see that 885 or 34.9% are junior colleges;, 
851 or 33.;6%' pffer no higher than the bachelor’s or first professional 
degree; 499; dr 19.7% offer a degree; 280 or 11% 

offer the Ph.D or equivalent degree; and .21 or .8% are classified as 
:''other'% 

'From the' ppint of view of type of program offered. Table 7-L 

shows us that 73 or 2, .9% of the schools offer occupational terminal " ' 
courses; 334 or 13.2% offer a liberal arts and^general curriculum; 

593 or 23; 6% have liberal arts and general and occupational terminal 

offerings; 30 or T. 2% are primarily teacher preparatory schools; 

663 or 26.1% offer a liberal arts and general curriculum plus teacher 

preparatoiTr, courses ; lii' or , ^»4%, home u^ liberal 
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arts, and geri'etal, occupational terminal, and teacher preparatory; 

273 . or 10.8% are professional schools (not offering teacherprepara- 
tory courses) ; 48 are 1.9% are professional and teacher preparatory 
schools; I26 or 1.0% have professional and occupational terminal 
offerings; 130 or 5.1% offeif' a liberal arts and general curriculum 
plus one or two professional schools, and 250 or 10.0% have three or 
more professional schools plus the usual liberal arts and general 
offerings. 

Table 8-LshoWs that during tbe FY 1965-68 period a total of 458 
institutions received awards under the institute and teacher fellow- 
ship programs. Of these 252 or 55.0% were publicly controlled; 107 
or 23.4% were private non-^sectarian schools; and' 99 or 21.6% were 
religiously contrpll.ed. Looking. at these same 458 institutions by 
highest degree offered we see that 2 or .4% were junior colleges; 
the bachelor’s was the highest degree offered at 81 or 17.7%; 194 
or 42.4% offered a master’ s degree* and 181 or 39.5% offered a Ph.D. 
The breakdowh; by type of course offering was 19 or 4.1% liberal 
arts and general; 8 or 1.7% primarily teacher preparatory; 150 or 
32.8% liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory; 31 or 6.8% 

teacher preparatory, anc^ occupational 
terminal; 2 or ,4%professional only; 2 or .4% professional and 
teacher preparatory; 36 or 7.9% liberal arts and general pins one 
or two p>rofessionai schools; and 210 or 45.9% liberal arts and . 

general plus ■three }pt mote profesgipnal schopls.^^^^'^^^ ^^ 






Comparing Table 8-L with our control Table 7-L we see that a 
considerably larger proportion of the schools receiving FY 1965-68 

institute and teacher fellowship awards were publicly controlled; 

55.0% as compared to 41.1% of all schools. The percentages for 

private' non-sectarian schools were very close; 23.4% and 22.7% 

respectively. And a considerably smaller percentage of the award. 

recipient scihools were religiously controlled; 21.6% as compared to 







36.2% of all schools. 

The type and control categories' into which the percentages 

of schools receiving awards fell were large public universities (iVk 
on the tables> With 23.1%; public schools offering no higher than 
master’s decrees in a liberal arts, general, or teacher preparatory v 
curriculum <IIIe) with ll.A%;. public universities offering no higher 
than a mas tier’s degree '(Illk) with 7.9%; and large independent 
universities (IVk) and religious schools offering no higher than a 
bachelors degree in a liberal arts general, or teacher prepar at 017 
curriculmn Xllo) wi eachX The percentages for the^ same 

four categories for all schools as shown in Table 7-L were , 



resi 



but 



ecfively, 3.9%, 3.7%, 2 . 1 %, 3.9%, and 12.1%. 



These comparisons between Table 8-L and 7-6 are interesting, 
are not especially significant. Since institute and teacher 



fellowship 'programs are aimed at teachers, it is only natural that 
a large proportion of the schools administering such programs should 
be those offering teacher preparatory courses . Further , since most 
of the pirograms' are at the graduate level , it stands to reason that 



19 



a large percentage of the administering schools should be those 
offering advanced degrees. 

Table 9-L, which is the same as Table 8-L except that xt shows 

FY 1969 only, tells us that of the 315 schools awarded projects that 
207 

year, /or 65.7% went to public schools, 59 or 18.7% went to private 
non-sectarian institutions, and 49 or 15.6% went to religiously controlled 

schools. It also shows that the numbers and percentages by highest 

degree awarded were 13 or 4.1% Junior colleges; 32 or 10.2% bachelor’s 

degree offering schools; 120 or 38.1% institutions offering master’s 

degrees; 149 or 47.3% Ph.D offering schools; and 1 or .3% "other". 

The most frequent course offerings among the FY 1969 awardees, were: 

three 

liberal arts and general plus: i/ br more professional sqhools with 

171 or 54 i 3%; and liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory 

with 77 ,br 24.4%. And the most frequent type and control combinatxons 

were public Ph.D offering universities with 30.5%, public 

master’s degree offering teachers colleges (Tile) with 10.8%, publxc ^ 

master/s . degree offering uhiversities (Illk) 4j-th ,9,2%, and large 

private non— sectarian universities with 8.3%. 

Comparing these figures to the FY 1965-68 p^^^^ 

8-L we see that in FY 1969 a larger proportion of schools awarded 

projects were publicly cohtroiled and thus that proportionately fewer 
non-sectarian and religipus schools received awards. We also see 
that a larger proportion of awardee institutions were those offering 
PhiP^s arid those haying thtee^ o 
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to the usual, liberal arts and general curriculum. It Is unlikely, 

however, that . this represents a trend, it must be remembered that 
Table 3 -L contains figures of four fiscal years while Table 9-L 
represents only one. Thus, in Table 8-L a single school which 
admlnlsrered projdcta during each of the four y\ars covered would 
be counted only once and would receive the same weight as a school 

which administered a project during one of the four years only. 

Since it was generally the large State universities which administered 
. projects every year and the small liberal arts and teachCrs colleges 
which received awards in only one or two of the four years, it is 

understandable that Table ,9-1., which represents a single year, shows 

larger percentages in the categories into which large State unlversi- 

ties' fall. - ■•■ ■■ '■■■' ' ; 

Comparisons made, between Tabi^^^ 9-L and T-L-would be simxlar to 

; . : ' • ' -those between Tables 8-L arid 7rL .and ^ould likewise be somewhat 

lacking in significance. Accordingly, Table 9-L and 7-L comparisons 

will notV.be discussed here. 

Tables .10-L and ll-L are similar to Tables 8-L and 9-L except 
that tl^ey categorize pro j ects by type and control of administering 

Institutions. Because certain types of schoo|jS, especially large 

State universities, administerlmany projects in a single year, we 

can expect ^to find somewhat diif erent and probably more telling 

percenta^s in' Tables 10-L ll-L.: ^ Also because these tables 

count all projects in- aii;^ 
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and we will not have to make the_ aBologles we did for Tables 8-L 
and 9-L. ■ 

Table 10-L^ Which shows 17 1965-68 project figures, gives a 

control of administering institutions breakdown of 69.5% public, 

20.3% private non-sectarian," and 10 . 2 % religious. By 

institutions the percentages are; .l/o junior colleges, 
offered by administering /degrees, 30.2% master's degrees, an 3. . 

By type of course offerings the.': two sizeable percentaps are 69.3% 

plus three or more professional schools and 17.6% liberal arts and general 
liberal arts and general/and teacher preparatory. And the most 

frequenf type and control combinations are 44.7% public Ph.D offering 

universities (IvV:), H.0% private independent Ph.D offering universitxes 

d'^), 12 . 1 % public master's degree offering teachers colleges (Ille) , 

and 10 . 8 %' public master's degree of faring universities (Illk) . 

Table ll-L, which. shows IT 1969 project figures, reveals type and 
control percentages very sitailar to those shown in Table 10-L for 
FY's 1965-1968. With the exception of an Increase in the number ^f 
projects awa^ided to junior colleges, due, as was previously discussed, 
to the change in emphasis of the program, no significant trends are 
discernible. Specific control percentages given in Table ll-L are 

71.9% public, 18.4% private non-sectarian, and 9.9% religious. By 

highest degree offered the percentages are 2.|% junior colleges, 6.6% 
bachelor's degrees, 30.3% master's degrees, 60.8% Ph.D degrees, and .2% 
other. The sizeable percentages by type of course offerings are 66.6% 

liberal arts and general plus three professional schools and 

,19^0% liberal aits and general ani^ And the most 



O 
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frequent type and control combinations are public Ph.D offering 
- '■ uniy:ersities (IVk) with 42.2%; private indepen Jen^ Ph.D of fering 

■ ' ' universities ^(IVk) with 10.9%; public master's degree offering 
teachers colleges (Ille) with 9.6%; and public master's degree 
offering universities (Illk) rwith 8.4% with 8.4%. 

Comparisons between Tables 10-L and 11-L and our control Table 7-L 
could be .made but would be similar to the comparisons made above between 
Table 8^L and Table 7-L. Since, as has already been noted, such 
comparisons are not especially significant, they will not be discussed 

here. : ■ 



10, Gourman Patings of Administerin g Institutions 

One of several recent compilations of ratings of the quality of 
U.S. colleges and universities is The Gourman Report, 1967-68 edition, 
compiled by Jack Gourman, and published by the Continuing Education 
institute. This report gives overall quality scores, from 200 to 800| 
for 1187 A^nerican institutions of higher education. It also rates, 
from A to D,. the quality of the various academic departments of these 
institutions. Those listed schools which have been in existence less 
than ten ears it gives an Overall rating of N.R. (not rated); 
existent academic departments of such schools 4re rated (as are ~ ; 

existent but unevaluated departments of more established schools). 






A number of tables in this study are concerned with the Gourman 
ratings of institutions: admir^steri^^ fellow- 

ship pro jaciis . It should be pointed out here all Gourman ratxngs xn 
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all tables are from the 1967-68 edition of The fiourmah Report even 

, f ■ ■ ■ . ’ , ' ■ 

though the> tables are concerned with FY's 1965 through 1969. 

Table 12-L. is our Gounnan rating control table; it lists number 
and percent of- all the 1187 institutions rated'^lir^the Gourman Report 
by overall institutional rating and by rating of department of 
education., Tables 13-L, 14-L, 15-Lj and 16-L are concerned with over- 
all Gourmdti institutional ratings and Gourman ratings of departments 
of education ,in institutions administering FY 1965-1968 and FY 1969 
institute and teacher fellowship programs. 

Let us first look at Table 12-L, our control table. It shows us 
that of the 1187 institutions rated, 11 or .9% had overall ratings 
of 700 and above; 22 or 1.9% w;ere in the 600-699 category; 55 or 4.9% 
were rated 500-599; 195 or 16.4% had ratings of 400-499; the majority, 
764 or 64.4%, were rated 306-399; 70 or 5.9% had' ratings of 200-299; 
and 70 or 5.9% were not ra.ted. It also shows us that the ratings of 
the departinents of education in these schools were: A, 6 or .5%; 

B, 117 or 9.9%; C; the vast majority, 852 or 71.8%; D, 9 or .8% 

X, 130 or 11^0%; and no department of education, 73 or 6.1%. By 
far the most 'frequent combination was an overall rating of 300-399 
and a department of education rating of C; 715 or 60.2% of the 
Schools f ^11. into this category. The next most frequent combinations 
were 400-499 ‘.C with 85 or 7.2% and 400-499 B with 82 or 6.9%. 
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Table 13 -tL shows Gourman overall institutional and education 
department ratings for the 458 Institutions awarded FY 1965-1968 

institutes and teacher fellowship programs. The numbers and percen- 

i. ■ ' ’ ■ ■ 

tages for overall ratings here are: 700 and above, 10 or 2.2%; 

. y 

600-699, 16 dr 3.5%; 500-599, 35 or 7.6%; 400-499, 135 or 29.5%; 
300-399, ,216 or 47.2%; 200-299, 11 or 2.4%; NR, 17 or 3.7%: and not 

’.I 

listed in Gouraan, 18 or. 3.9%. By department of education ratings the 
numbers and percentages are: A, 6 or 1.3%; B, 111 or 24.2%; C, 

265 or 57.9%; D, 1 or .2%; X, 44 or 9.6%; no department, 13 or 2.8%; 
and, again, not listed in Gourman^ .8 or 3.9%. The most frequent 
combinations here are 300-399 C T'ith 205 or 44.8%, 400-499 B with 78 
or 17.0%, and 400-499 C with 50 or 10.9%. 

,t ^ • ■ ’ ■ ' • 

Comparing Table 13-L'" with our control Table 12-L we see that 
institutions awarded FY 1965-1968 institute axxd teacher fellowship 
projects had somewhat higher Gourman ratings than the average school. 
•While the most frequent overall institutional-eduGation department 
rating for both tables was 300-399 C, 60.2% of all schools fell into 
this category and only 44.8% of awardee schools. Further, awardee 
schools included 13.3% ratsd 500—800 as opposed^ to 7.4% for all 
schools. They also Included 25.5% with education departments rated 
A or B. , The- similar percentage for all schools was 10.4%* 

Table 14-L shows Gourman rating's for the 315 institutions of 
higher education awarded' FY; 1969; Institute and. fellowship projects. 

ERIC 
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We see here that the overall ratings were; 700 and above, 10 or 3.2%; 
600-699, 10 9 r 3.2%; 500-599, 32 or 10.2%; 400-499, 93 or 29.5%; 

300-399, 125 ‘or 39.7%; 200-299, 4 or 1.3%; NR, 13 or 4.1%; and not 
listed in Goiirmanj 28 or 8.9%# Ratings of schools of education were; 

A, 6 or 1.9%; ”13, 84 or 26. 7%r C, :153 or 48.6%; D,'^'none; X, 32 or 10.2% 
.and,; again, not listed, 28 or 8.9%. The most frequent combinations 
here were;:300-399 C, 119 or 37.8%; 400-499 B, 57 or 18.1%; and 400-499 
C, 31 or 9.8%. 

Comparing Table 14-L, ratings of FY 1969 awardees, with Table 13-L, 
ratings of schools awarded projects in FY 1965-1968, we see that FY 1969 
awardee institutions appear to be, slightly higher in quality than 
FY 1965-68 awardee schools. In PT; 1969 the percentages for overall 
institutional ratings of 500-800 and department of education ratings 
of A and B were 16.6% and 28, 6% respectively. Similar figures for 
the FY 1965-1968 awardee institutions were 13.3% and 25.5% respectively. 

A comparison of Table 14— L with Table 13— L also shows a higher 
percentage of" institutions not listed by Gouttaan in BY 1969: 8.9% as 
compared to only 3.9% in FY’s 1965-1968. The previously mentioned 
change in emphasis in FY 1969 which prompted mo^ junior college 
participation .was probably the reason for this increase; junior 
colleges ate not rated in The Gourman Report . 

Tables 15— L and 16— L are similar, to Tables 13-L and 14“L except 
that i where ^ables^^^^l and 14— L show numbers and percents of schools. 
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Tables 15~L arid 16-L show numbers and percents of projects. Thus, 

Table IS-L is a tabulation of FY 1965-1963 institutes and teacher fellow- 
ship programs by Gourman overall Institutional ratings and Gourman 
ratings of departments of education of administering Institutions and 
Table 16-L is a similar tabulation for FY 1969 projects. 

Table I 57 L tells us that the 2508 FY 1965-68 projects had the 
following percentage brealcdowhs by institutional rating of administering 
school : 700 and above, 3.3%, 600— 69-9-, A ,9%; 500—599, 15c3%; 400-A99, 
39.4%; 300-399, 30.1%; 200-299, 1.2%; NR, 2.9%; and not listed, 2.9%. 

By rating of department of education of administering school the 
percentages were: A, 3.4%; B, .41.1%; C, 42.4%; D, 0.0%; X, 7.7%; 
nojie, 2.5%; an<^ agaln^ not listedj 2.9%. The must frequent combinations 
were 300-399 C with 28.8%; 400-499 B with 26.7%; 500-599 B with 12.1% 
and ;400— 499 C with 11.6%. 

Table 16 tI. shows that the percentages of the 604 FST 1969 projects 
by overall ratings of administering schools were: 700 and above, 

4.0%; 600-699; 5.6%;, 500-599, 13.6%; 400-499, 35.4%; 300-399, 

30 . 5 %; 200-299, 1.0%; NRj 3.8%; and not listed, 6.1%. Percentages 
of FY 1969 projects by education department ratings were: A, 4.5%; 

B, 37.3%; C, ,39. 6%; D, none; X, 9.8%; no department, 2.8%; and not 
listed, 6.1% i Most frequent combinations here are, again, 300-399 C 
with 29.1%; ,^00r499 B with 25 10.3%, and 400-499 C 
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Comparing Tables 15— L and 16-L with each other and with our 
control Table 12-L, we see that both FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 projects were 
administered by higher quality schools than the average, with FY 1965- 
68 projedts having a slight edge over FY 1969 in both overall ratings 
of 500-800, and education department ratings of A and B, The all- 
schools percentages were 7.4% with overall ratings of 500-800 and 10,4% 

with A or B rated education departments. For FY 1965-68 projects the 

and 44.5%, 

figures were, respectively, 23.5%/ Respective FY 1969 project percentages 
were 23.2% and 41,8%, ' 

The slight decrease in projects administered by high quality schools 
is undoubtedly not a trend, but rather a reflection of the previously 
mentioned new emphasis in FY 1969 away from traditional academic subject 
matter areas and toward ney priority fields more in keeping with school 
personnel heeds. Because many of the projects in the new priority 
fields are ;geared toward special needs of school personnel in specific 
geographid areas, they are administered by local colleges and universi- 
ties, Such schools are most often not old established "quality" 
schools, but more likely very average State colleges that not too many ' 
years agb had "Teachers." in their names. Some of these newer type 
projects are even administered by junior colleges, which are not rated 
by Gourmank ' 

A comparison of Tables. 15-L and 16-L with Tables 13-L aiid 14-L, 
while not particularly significant, shows /that it is the higher quality 
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schools which administer several projects in a given year. Thus 
Tables 13-L hnd l4-L, which deal with institutions awarded projects 
in FY’s 1965^1968 and FY 1969, respectively, have 500-800 overall 
rating and Ar-B education department rating percentages of 13.3% — - 
25.5% and 16.6% — -28.6%. Tables 15-L and 16-L, on the other hand, 
which deal with projects, for the same two periods, have similar high rat in 
percentages of, for FY 1965-1968, 23. 5% — 44.5% and, for FY 1969, 23.2% — 
41.8%. 



It may saem confusing that the institution tables, 13-L and 14-L, 
show a slight increase in quality from FY 1965-68 to FY 1969 while the 
project tables, 15-L and 16-L, show a slight decrease. However, this 
can be explained by the fact that in Table 13-L, the institution table 
for FY 1965-68, a single institution was counted only once, whether it 
administered projects in each or just one of the four years covered, 
it would appear, then, that somewhat more average quality than high 



quality schools tended to 
four years. ■ 



administer projects in more than one of the 



11, Gourman Ratings of Administering Institutions by Subject Matter 
of Proj ects ' ^ 

Tables 17--L, 18-L, and 19-L show numbers art^ percentages of 508 



of the FY 1969 institute, and teacher fellowship proj ects by subject 
matter and Gourman ratings of administering institutions. Table 
17-L deals with overall institutional ratings. Table IS-L with ratings 
of departments of education, and Table 19-L with ratings of the 




appropriate academic departments^ 



Table 17-rI. shows that for the 508 projects tabulated, 22 or 4.3% 
were administered by schools having overall Gourman ratings of 700 
and above; 23 or 4.5% were in schools rated 600-699; 61 or 12.0% 

f ■ 

were in 500-599 rated institutions; 195 or 38.4% were in 400-499 rated 
schools; 159 ;or 31.3% were in schools of 300-399 ratings; 4 or .8% 
were in 200-299 rated schouls‘,“^ncl 44”^r 8.7% were in schools not 
rated nr not listed in Gourman. If we consider 500-800 a high quality 
ranking, 200-399 a low quality ranking, and 400-499 an average ranking 
we can say that 20.8%, 32.1%, and 38.4% of our total projects were 
administered by schools ranked high, low, and averagBj respectively. 

Comparing percentages in specific subject matter areas with their 
total percentages, we find that considerally larger percentages of 
projects jin the following areas are, administered by high quality 
schools civics with 40.1%; educational media with 38.5%, inter- 
national affairs with 42.9%, mathematics with 45.5%, and school 
administration and supervision with 35.3%. Subject matter areas in 
which considerally larger than average percentages of projects are 
administered by low quality institutions are; disadvantaged youth 
with 53.1%, geography with 46.7%, industrial arts with 60.0%, and 
reading with ’47 .4% . 



Table 18— L tells us that Gourman 



ratings of the departments of 



educatiqn in the ins titutionS; administering our 508 proj acts . were : 
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25 or A. 9%, A; 198 or 39.0%, B; 205 or 40.A%, C; and 80 or 15.7%^ X 
or no department or not listed in Gourman. No projects were 
Administered by schools whose education departments had D ratings. 

For the purposes of comparing proj ects in specific subject 
matter areas, with the average of all projects, let us use the 43.9% of 
the projects administered by schools with A and B rated education 
departments as the average. Subject matter areas in which cpnsideraly 
higher than average percentages of projects were administered by schools 
with A and B rated departments of education were: economics with 77.8%, 
health and physical education with 63.6%, school administration and 
supervision with 70.6%, and trainers of teachers and TTT with 68.2%. 
Subject matter areas with considerally lower than average percentages 
of such projects were: disadvantaged youth with 28.1%, elementary 
education with 28.6%, English for speakers of other languages with 
11.1%, and, special’ education with' 25; 0%. 'And sulsjeet matter areas 
with significant percentages of projects in institutions with schools 
of education' rated X, etc ., a probable Indication of their being 
administered '.by newly established or specialized schools ov junior 
colleges or academically oriented schools which do not specialize 
in prepa,ring ' teachers , were: elementary education with 42.9%, English 
for speakers; of other languages with 44.4%, social studies with 66.’^%, 
special education with 40.0%, and support personnei with 44.4%. 
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From these observations it appears that projects in academic 

t ■ ' ' . . ■ 

subject matter areas tend more to be administered by schools with high 
overall institutional ratings than do projects in some of the newer 
priority areas. It also^appears that pro jects_dealing with education 
•peiT se as a profession, such as school administration and supervision 
and trainers of teachers and TTT, tend more to be awarded to schools 
with high quality departments of education. However, it should be 
cautioned that many projects, especially those in academic areas at 
the secondary level, are not administered by the department of educa- 
tion but 'rather by the appropriate academic department. For this 
reason bur discussions of department of education ratings by subject 
matter, while interesting j are rrobably not too significant. 

Table 19-L shows, for the 158 FY 1969 institute and Teacher 
fellowship projects in academic areas ,, Go urman ratings of 

appropriate ^tcademic departments. On the total line we see that 8.2%, 
28.5%, 49. 4%,i 1.3%, and 12.7% of these projects were administered by 
schools with .appropriate academic departments rated respectively 
A,'B, C, D, and X, etc. While 36.7% of all projects were in schools 
with, A and B rated apprerriate academic departments, 66.7% of 
economics projects, 63.6% of health and physical education projects, 
81.8% of mathematics projects fell into this category. In the only 
subject areia ■With a significantly lower than average percentage of 
projects in A and B rated departments, international affairs with 
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14.3%, the m4jcrity of projects were in the X, etc., category. 

T • . . ’ 

Comparing Table 19-L with Table 18-L we find that while 36,7% of 
the 158 projects tabulated in Table i9-L were administered by schools 
with appropriate academic departments rated A-or„B, 44.3% of those 
same 158 projects were in institutions with A or B rated education 
departments. This may suggest that institutions having somewhat 
better schools, of education than academic departments tend to be 
administering Institute and teacher fellowship projects. However, 
since academic areas are being de-emphasized beginning in FY 1969, 
this le probably pot of particular significance. 

Gourman Ratings of Institutions Submitting 
Project Proposal 

Tables 20 and 21 are concerned with Gourman ratings of schools 
submitting proposals, for, FY 1967 l^EA Title XI institutes. (FY 1967 
was the only year for which information was available oh project 

proposals, as opposed to project awards, and only Title XI institutes 

' ' ' ' 

were covered.) Table 20 shows the numbers and percents of all 
institutions submitting FY 1.967 Title XI Institute proposals and the 
numbers and percents of institutions submitting approved and rejected 
proposals for same by Gourman overall institutional rating and Gourman 
rating of department of education. Table 21 gives the same informa- 
tion except that it is concerned with numbers and percents of proposals 
rather than o.f, schools. 
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Table 20 tells us that of the 483 schools submitting FY 1967 
proposals,. 4^2% had overall Gourman ratings of 500-800 and 22.3% 

had education department ratings of A or B. Of the 280 schools sub- 
mitting approved proposals, considerably higher percentages had 

quality ratings: 16.8% had 500-800 overall ratings and 31.5% had 
A-B .department of education ratings. On the other hand, among the 
411 institutions submitting proposals which were rejected, only 8.8% 
had overall 500-800 ratings and 20.9% had education department 
ratings of A or B. However, comparing these percentages with those 
for all pchools rated by Gourmah. 7.4% 500-800 overall and 10.4% A-B 
education departments, we see that even schools submitting unfunded 
proposals were of higher quality than the U.S. average. 

Table 21 gives us a reinforced version of the same picture, showing 
us that 14.0% of all proposals, 21.1% of approved proposals, and 10.1% 
of rejected proposals were from:^schools witH o^^^ ratings of 500-800 

and likewise that 30.2% of all proposals, 40.5% of approved proposals, 
and 24.4%' of all rej ected proposals came from Institutions with A-B 

education departTuent ratings* 



From these observations we see for FY 1967^ at least, that Title XI 
institute proposals tended to come from schools having higher than average 
quality tatings. We also see that, as might have been expected, approved 
proposals tended fo come from higher quality schools than rej ected 
proposals. Should da^^ proposals become available for other. 
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and particularly later, fiscal years, the comparisons will be 
interesting. "It might be expected that given the new directions of 
the institute and teacher fellowship programs under F.PDA, the overall 
quality of all schools submitting proposals will drop slightly and 
that! somewhat larger percentages of rejected projects will be from 
average quality or unrated schools. We have already seen in our 
comparison^ of Tables 15-L. and 16-L that somewhat smaller percentages 
of projects from quality schools were funded in F5f 1969 than in FY*s 
1965-1968. 

13. Obligations to 100 Universities Receiving the 
Largest Amounts of Federal Obligations . 

Because there has recently been considerable controversy about 
the fact that 100 of the nation's largest universities and colleges 
are receiving the lion’s share of Federal funds for higher education, 
it was felt that it might be of interest to see what proportion of 
obligations for institutes and teacher fellowships went to these 
hundred schools. . Table , 22-L shows FY 1967 total obligations, obliga- 
tions for academic science, obligations for non-science activities, 
and obligations for institutes and teacher fellowships for the 100 
institutions receiving the largest total amount^ of Federal obligations 
that year. It tells us that these hundred schools received $2.3 billion 
or 68,81% bf the total obligations figure; $1.8 billion or 79.53% of 
the academic Science funds; and $430 million, or 43,56% of the funds 
for non-sciert.ce activities. However,. , these same schools received only 
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$15 million or 30.62% of the total obligations for institutes and 
teacher fellowships (p irt of non-science activities). Further, 26 of 
the 100 schools listed had no institutes and teacher fellowships at 
all in FY 1967 (although most of those 26 did receive awards at some 
time during the five years covered by this study). 



These observations would lead us to conclude that the 100 schools 
being awarded the bulk of total Federal money for higher education are 
not receiving anywhere near as large a percentage of the total obliga- 
tions for: institutes and fellowships. This, however, is to be expected 
since academic science accounts for ,81.1% of the obligations to these 
schools and since the Office of Education administered institute and 



fellowship programs we are dealing with in this study are primarily in 
the non-science areas. It is probable that the 100 schools are 
receiving a raiuch larger percentage of obligations under the science 
and mathematics Institute programs administered by the National Science 
Foundation. 



Projects by State 

Table 23 shows by State the number of institute and teacher fellow- 
ship proposals funded in FY^s 1965, 66, 67, and^8 plus the number and 
percent of FY 1965-68 total projects and FY 1969 projects. In 
addition, as a basis for comparing the distribution of projects with 
the dlstributipn of immediate program beneficiaries, it lists by State 



the number and percent of public and non— public elementary and secon- 



dary teaphers' as of fall 1968. 
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In studying our columns showing percents o£ projects and percents 
of teachers we see that most States show -close to the same percentages 
of projects tor FY’s 1965-68 and FY 1969 and that these project 
percentages are, by and large, very close to the appropriate percentages 

of teachers.; ’’ 

Looking first at the two project percentage columns we see that 
the only States showing-s ignl4 iean:t--changes from the FY 1965-68 period 
to FY 196-9 are California, up from 8,4% to 11.9%; Colorado, up from 
2.2% to 3.4%; Indiana, down from 4.5% to 2.7%; and Kansas, down from 
2.6% to 1.1%. In comparing the FY 69 project percentage column with 
the percent of teachers column we see that a somewhat higher number of 
States show a significant discrepancy in percentages: Arizona, 1.9% 
projects and .8% teachers; California, 11.9% projects and 8.9% teachers; 
Colorado, 3^4% projects and 1.2% teachers; Illinois, 4.5% projects and 
5.5% teachers; Massachusetts, 3.9% projects and 2.7% teachers; New 
Jersey, 1.8% projects and 3.5% teachers; Ohio^ 3.6% projects and 5.0% 
teachers; Oregon, 2.7% projects and i.1% teachers; Pennsylvania, 3.2% 

projects and 5.5% teachers; Texas, 3.5% projects and 5.4% teachers; 

projects 

Washington,; 3.2% projects and 1.6;i teachers; and Puerto Rico, .5%/and 
1.1% teachers. ^ 

The si^lficance of these comparisons is extremely slight. They 
do show thait there. has been, an attempt in making institute and 

teacher feilowship awards to see that each State has at least one 
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project each year. Given the fact that we are not here dealing with 
a formula grant program, it seems surprising that our project and 
teacher percentages by State are as close as they are. However, since 

I 

most projects take participants f rom_a_number of States, a much more 
significant measure of by-Stdte distribution would be a comparison of 
participant and teacher percentages. Such a comparison will be dealt 
with in the next section of this study. 



15. Characteristics of Participants and Unsuccessful Applicants 

Tables 24 through 36 deal with characteristics of the individuals 
who attended .and those who unsuccessfully applied to attend FY 1967 

institutes and teacher fellowship programs, (FY 1967 was the only year 

' ) ' . . . 

for which detailed information on participants and unsuccessful 
applicants was availf.ble,) Where possible, as a basis for comparison, 
these tables 'also attempt to give figures on the U.S. average for the 
characteristics in question. It should be noted that the unsuccessful 
applicant figures used here repreisent unsuccessful applications with 
"area surplus" applications deleted. "Area surplus" applications are 
those in excess of one per individual within area. 



Tables 24 through 27 are concerned with vit^l statistics: sex, age, 
education, arid previous institute/fellowship attendance. Table 24 
tells us that 55.0% of both participants and unsuccessful applicants 
were male, whereas only 31,1% of all U.S, public school teachers in 1965~66 



were of that sex. Table 



25 tells us that participants tended to be 
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somewhat younger than unsuccessful applicants, and that both groups 
were younger than all public school teachers; the average ages were 
35.9 for participants, 37.1 for unsuccessful applicants; and 38,7 for 
all teachers. The figures In Table 26 show that participants tended 
to be somewhat better educated than unsuccessful applicants and that 
both groups Had considerably more education than all public school 
teachers; the percentages In these groups having a master's or higher 
degree were, respectively, 42,7% for participants, 38,9% for unsuccess- 
ful applicants, arid only 23.3% for all teachers. And Table 26 tells 
us that a surprisingly large percentage of participants (16,1%) and 
unsuccessful applicants (17.0%) had attended one or more previous 
Institute or teacher fellowship programs. 



Tables 28 through 30 are concerned with participant and unsuccess- 
ful applicant background In and present work relationship to the 
subject matter of the Institute or fellowship program. Table 28 tells 
us that 37.7% of pairtlclpants and 32.3% of unsuccessful applicants 
had undergraduate majors In the same academic field as the institute 
or program, and that only 27.2,% of participants and 21.9% of unsuccess- 
ful applicants had graduate majors In the same field. Table 29 is 
concerned with total years of teaching and yeai?i experience in the 
fiela of the institute or program. Whereas the average teaching 
experience fbr all U.S; public school teachers was 11.8 years, the 
average for participants wa;s 9,8 years and for unsuccessful applicants 
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10.5 years. Average years experience lu the subject field of tbe 
institute or program was 6.3 for participants and 6.8 for unsuccess- 
ful applicants. And from Table 30 we learn that' participants spend 
an average of 60.4% of their time, in their present assignment as a 
teacher/specialist in the fifeld of the institute or fellowship 
program; unsuccessful applicants so spend an average of 55.0% of 
their time. 

‘Tables 31 through 35 deal with the types of schools and school 
systems employing participants and unsuccessful applicants. From 
Table 31 we see that the vast majority of both participants and 
unsuccessful 'applicants were employed in a single school; the figures 
were 84.7% and 91 . 1 %, respectively. Of participants 89.7% and of 
unsuccessful applicants 87.2% were employed in a public, as opposed 
to a private, school or system. These figures are remarkably close 
to the 88.;4%.’ of all U.S. elementary and secondary teachers employed in 
public schools. 

Table 32! tells us that the majority of both participants and un- 
successful applicants teach at the junior-senior high, as opposed to 
the elementary, level. The girues are 57.8% 53.2% respect ivexy 

whereas the modal level for participants is senior high with 30.0%, 
the mode for unsuccessful applicants is elementary with 32.0%. 

Table 32 also shows us that parti plpants were somewhat more likely 
than unsuccessful applicants to come from, large metropolitan areas. 
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The figures ate 48.8% of participants and 44.5% of unsuccessful 
applicants ;frbm cities of 50,000 or more or suburbs thereof, and, on 
the other hand, 16.7% of participants and 20.5% unsuccessful 
applicants from small towns and rural areas. The modal location for 
both, groups, however, is cities or towns of 2,500 to 50,000 popula- 
tion or suburbs thereof ; the percentages here are 34.4% and 35.1% 
respectively. 

Table 33 shows us that participants came from schools of somewhat 
larger enrollment than unsuccessful applicants. While 65.2% of the 
latter gr^oup teach in. schools of under— 1000 enrollments, only 57.0% 
of participants are in schools of that size. Further 13.3% of 
participants and only 9.1% unsuccessful applicants came from schools 
with enrollmetits of 2000 and over. 

Tables 34 and 35 attempt to give some idea of the socio-economic 
status of the student bodies of the schools where participants and 
unsuccessful Applicant's are employed. Both are startling in that 
they indicate that . the majority of individuals in both groups come 
from schools serving the white middle class. Thus Table 34 tells us 
chat 65 . 6% of .participants and 63.0% of unsuccessful applicants come 
from -schools whose student bodies are less than 20% non— white. In 
fact 21 .1% of .participants and 24 .5% of utisuccessful applicants 
came from toth.lly white schools. And Table 35 shows that 54.1% of 
participants and 49*9% of unsuccess applicants are employed in 

ERIC 




schools of which less than 20% of the student body are from low- income 
families 

Table 36 gives a breakdown by State on participants and unsuccessful 
applicants; it also, as a means of comparison, \lists by State total 
teacherb in public and non-public elementary schools as of fall 1967. 

A study of the percentage columns shows that in most States the 
percentages of both participants and unsuccessful applicants are very 
close to the percentages of actual teachers, an Indication of extremely 
equitable distribution ol ogram benefits. The only States showing 

at least a one percent discrepancy between teacher and participant 
columns a,re4llinois with 5.5% teachers and only A.2% partiexpants , 
Michigan with 4.3% teachers and only 3.3% partiexpants, Oregon with 
only 1.1% teachers but 2 . 1 % participants , Texas with 5.5% teachers and 
only 3.9% participants, and Vlashington with only 1.5% teachers but 
2.7% participants. If we compare this list with that shown xn the 
section bn jjrojects by State we see that both Illinois and Texas are 
mentioned as having significantly higher percentages of teachers than 
of projects and that Oregon and Washington are pointed out as havxng 
considerably higher percentages of projects than of teachers. From 
this we might gather that proximity of instithte and teacher fellow- 
ship projects may tend to genei^aU in^ in attendance* and vice 
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Our look at participant characteristics is interesting in that 
it tells us that the institute/ fellowship programs are reaching a 
more than proportionate share of young, male, well educated, and 
inexperienced teachers, the majority of whom did not major in the 
field of the institute or fellowship but who are now spending more 
than half their time teaching in that field. While this may, on the 
surface, seeTii a little out of line, it is not so when we consider 
that younger, well educated males are much more likely than older, 
less educated females to be motivated toward applying for and 
participating in programs which are designed, hopefully, to broaden 
outlook, improve credentials, and increase career opportunities. 

The percentages of participants from predominately white middle 

class schools seem startlingly high, considering the emphasis in all 

Office of Education programs sihce 1965 on extending opportunities 

to the disadvantaged. However, wlien we remember that in F5f 1967 the 

institute arid teacher fellowship program was not primarily oriented 

toward the; disadvantaged, and that generally our better, more ambitious 

’’he. 

te" ’.hers have tended to teach in schools serVing/white middle class, 
the figures are not so surprising;. It can be es^ected that figures 
on FY 1969 participants, when they become available, will be somewhat 
different in this regard, given the change -in emphasis of the program. 

A comparison yill be interesting. 




i 
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The figures on unsuccessful applicants were included in the 
tables because they vieT^ available and because it was felt that a 
comparison between percentages of participants and unsuccessful 
applicants might reveal certain designs in the selection process. 

By and large we found no real designs at all and on most characteristics 
discovered : merely that unsuccessful applicants were very much like 
participants. It can, of course, be said that unsuccessful applicants 
were slightly older, slightly less educated, and slightly more 
experienced at teaching than participants,^ They were also somewhat 
less involved with the field of the institute or fellowship program 
for which they applied, and somewhat more likely to teach at the elementar 
level, in schools of smaller enrollment size, and in smaller towns. 

L6, Summary 

the characteristics of FY 1965—1969 ins titute/fellowshlp projects, 
administering brganizatipris, and participants are the following: 

1, In FY 1969, the first year in which organizations other than 
institutions of higher education were eligible to administer 
Institute and teacher fellowship projects, 81.6% of projects were 
administered Jby institutions of higher educatiort, 13.9% by local 
education agencies, 2,7% by State education agencies, and 1,8% by 
other public pr private non-profit organizations, 

- 2, The change iri 'direction of the iilstitute/fellowship program .under 
; , . - . EhPA; beginning in Fi' 1969 wfas reflected in the decrease in projects 



V,. ■■.5'.: 




Among the more importanf observations this study contains about 
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in traditional academic fields and the increase in projects in new 
priority areas. 

3. The distribution of FY 1969 projects by size and control of administer- 
ing institutions was roughly the same as the distribution of the U.S. 

y ■ 

college population. Project percentages by enrollment size were 23.7% 
to instl^tutions under 5,000 and 76.3% to schools over 5,000; respective 

I . • 

college population percentages were 34.6% and 65.4%. Project per- 
centages by control were 71.7% public and 28.3% private; respective 
college population percentages were 69.7% public and 30.3% private. 

4. During the 1967-68 school year the breakdown of all institutions 
of higher . education by control was 41.1% public, 22.7% private 
non- sectarian, and 36.2% religious. PY 1965-68 projects by control 
of institution were 69.5% public, 20.3% private non-sectarian, and 
10.2% religious; and FY 1969 projects by control of institution were 
71.9% public, 18.4% private non— sectarian, and 9.9% religious. 

5. The type and. control combinations awarded the greatest percentages 
of projects in both FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 were the same. They and 
their respective perce** >:ages of projects were: public Ph.D offering 
universities, 44.7% and 42.2%; private independent Ph.D offering 
universities, 11.0% and 10.9%; public master’s -^egree offering., 
teachers) colleges, 12.1% and 9.6%; and public master’s degree 
offering universities, 10.8% and 8,4%. Although these combinations 
represented rather small percentages of all institutions of higher 
education in 1967-68 (the respective percentages were 3,^/o, 1.5%., 
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3.7%, and 2.1%) j they were the obvious types of schools to be 

conducting programs aimed at graduate level courses for elementary 
i ' ■ . ■ . 

and secondary teachers. 

6. Both FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 projects were administered by higher 
rualicv schools than the average, with FY 1965—68 projects having 
a slight edge over FY 1969, due probably ti the shift in emphasis 

of the program away from traditional academic areas. The all— schools 
percentage vith overall Gourman ratings of 500—800 was 7.4%; similar 
percentages 'for FY 1965-68 projects and FY 1969 projects were, 
respectively, 23.5% and 23.2%. All schools, FY 1965-68 project, 
and FY 1969 project percentages with A-E Goufman department or 
education ratings were,. ;re^pecta.yely, 10 .4%, 44.5% ;and 41.8%. 

7. In FY 1969 projects in traditional academic subject areas tended 
more to be administered by , schools with high overall GourtAan 
institutional ratings thar did projects in some of the newer 
priority areas. Also in that year projects dealing with education , 
as a profession tended more to be aw'arued bn .spools with high 
Gourman department of education ratings than did projects in 
other areas.. , 

8. In FY 1967, project proposals, as opposed to pi*oject awards, tended 
to come from schools having higher than average Gourman -r-atings; 
and, as might have been expected, approved proposals tended to come 
from higher -quality schools than. rejected proposals. Percentages 
having Gourman overall institutional ratings of 500-800 for all 
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schools, all proj ect proposals, approved proposals, and rejected 
proposals wete, respectively, 7.4%, 14.0%, 21.1% and 10.1%. 

9. In FY 1967 the 100 colleges and universities receiving the largest 
amounts of Federal obligations did not receive the bulk of 
institute/ fellowship obligations. Whereas these 100 schools 
received 68.8% of total Federal obligations, they received only 
30.6% of obligations for institutes and teacher f elllowships . 

10. Most States had close to the same percentages of total projects in 
the FY 1965' 68 period and FY 1969. Further, these project percentages 
were, by and, large, very close to the States’ percentages of U.S. 
total public and non-public elementary and secondary teachers. 

11. FY 1967 institute and teacher fellowship program participants were 
younger, better educated, and less experienced than the average U.S. 
teacher. Further they were considerably more likely than the average 
teacher to be male. 

12. A startlingly large, proportion of FY 1967 participants were employed 
in schools serving the white middle class. Schools v7hose student 
bodies were less than 20% non-white employed 65 . 6% of participants, 
and 54.1% of participants came from schools in which less than 20% 
of the student body were from low-income familijgs. 

13. The percents;^® of total participa.nts from each State in FY 1967 was 



in most cases 
U.S. teachers 



very close to that State’s percentage of total 
in fall 1967.,, 
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It should be pointed out that a very serious limitation to this study 
is that it contains no information whatsoever about the effect of projects 
upon participants' subsequent teaching practices and ultimately upon their 
students. No such information exists. This la an extremely unfortunate 
situation because it is precisely this inforioation that the Office of 

Education needs to justify the spending of $80 million annually on 

1 

institute and teacher fellowship programs. It is hoped that the Bureau 
of Educational Personnel Development will in the near future find a viable 
method of measuring project effectiveness on both teachers and their 
students. It is also hoped that types of projects which prove to have 
little positive jeffect thereon will be replaced by programs which justify 
their costs in terms of increased benefits to the Nation's children. 
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; FY 1967 AND FY 1969 

INSTitUTE AND- TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROJECTS BY. SUBJEC 



FY 1967 



Subiect Field 
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\! Includes long term institutes • 

'U Short term institutes and planning grants 

Funded under another legislative authority in Yi 1969 

FY 1967 data from program statistics prepared by the Measurement Research Center at lowaCit 
Education, FY 1969 data from summary dated 1/22/69 prepared by the Bureau of Educational,- Pe 

O. ',.'- 

CD l^'^ercentages may not add to totals because of rounding. 
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ever Disadvantaged Yqch. 
























TABLE 4-L 



;■.> . r; v"-.'v ■r'S.-%v-r-,sva’-’r.,:^ .., .. - 

Page - of ^ 



LLOVJSHIP, AI«J PLA.NNING PROJECTS BY SUBJECT Mi^TTER 
ADMINISTERING PROJECT 


ANT) i ;; 


Mi: OF OP 


C/NiZAIKJj 








5 








Fellowships 


! 






Planning Grants 






.tion 


^ Total 


Type Administering Organization 




Tvne Adsiniscering Ornani: 


’ution. 


:cal 

E.U » 

;ency 


Otheh 


College State 

or Ed. 

University Agency 


Lo cal 
Ed. 

Agency 


Other: 


Total 


College 

or 

L’niversitv 


State 

Ed. 

Agency 


Local 

Ed. 

Agency 


■ Other 


5 


2 : 












t 

4 


2 




2 




2 


5 ^ 


2 


■ 2 


- 






5 


4 




1 




1' 


2 1 


6 


5 


1 , 






3 


1 


■ _ 


2 


- • 


- 




1 


1 ■ 










... 


- 


- 




,57 


20 1 


1 110 


■ 108 


•■ 1 


■ id- - 




i 62 


45_,, 


- . 


■ . 


3 


.8 


4.5 


;17.8 


98.2 


, . .9 


. 9 " ' 




Ecu) 

r~ 


72.6 


— 


21 X 


^4.8 




^ or Teacher Trainers recorded here rather than in academic subject Tea. TTT given precedence 



: 0 . 
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TABLE 5-L 



’•M?Pq]-^S^AXD FEPCE.NT Oj' U.S. TOTAL -IN’STITliTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION AND HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMEF 
IKSIIirTiONS AWARDED Fi‘ 1969 EPDA PROJECTS RY SIZE Af^D CONTROL OF SCHOOL: NUMBER A^^D PERCENT OF 

ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION 



Size and Control 



oQ 



All Institytions — Total 
Under 200 
200-499 
500-999 
ipOO-2,499 
2,500-4,999 

5.000- 9,999 

10.000- 19,999 

20,000 or more 



P ublic I nstitutions - Total 
Under 



200 
200-499 
500-999 

1.000- 2,499 
2'50G-4,999 

5.000- 9,999 
10,000^19,999 

20,000 or more 



Private Institutions - Total 
Under 200 
. 200-499 
500-999 

1.000- 2,499 
.2,500-4,999 

5.000- 9,999 

10.000- 19,999 ■ , 



20,000 or more 



Schools, Fall'.- 
1967 • 

% 



Total Enrollment, F 

// 



2,374 


100,0 


6,911,748 


291 


12,3 


31,562 


345 


14,5 ■ 


120,484 


531 


22.4 


387,672 


590 


.24.9 


900,079 


269 


11,3 


950,825 


193 


8.1 


1,392,153 


100 


’^‘2 


1,389,873 


55 


2,3 


1,739,090 


934 


39.3 


4,816,028 


21 


.9, 


2,?T68 . 


79 


3.3 


28,421 


148 


6,2 


109,776 


. 230 


9.7 


369,093 


' 184, 


7.8 


669,205 


147 


6.2 


1,061,418 


79 


3.3 


1,104,415 


46 


. 1.9 . 


1,471,432 


1,440 ' 


60.7 


2,095,720 


270 


11.4 


29,294 


266 . 


11.2 


92,063 


383 


' 16.1 


277,895 


360 


, .15.2 


530,986 


85 


; 3.6 ' 


' ■ -281,620 


46 ■ ■ 


. 1.9 


■ ■■" 330,7'45 


21 


■ ■ . 9 


285,458 


9 


.4 : ... 


• • 267,658 



not add to totals because- of ■ rounding. Total institutions and enrollment figun 
ERIC get information from. Congressional Notifications of Award November 1968 - May 1969, . 
















TABLE 5-L 



)N AND HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENT BY SIZE AND CONTROL OF SCHOOL; NIB'IBSR AND PERCENT Ci" 
)F SCHOOL; NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1969 EPDA PROJECTS AWARDED BY SIZE AND CONTROL* ' ' ’ 
ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION 



Total Enrollment, Fall 67 



Schools Awarded E'Y 69 
Projects 



# 



% 



FY 69 Projeet;?’ I 
Avwards ■' i 

if 



0 


6,911,748 


100,0 


. 315 


100.0 


604-. 


100.0 ! 


' 3 


3 


31,562 


• 5 


4 


1,3 


■ 4' 




1 . 


5 


120,484 


1.7 


5 


. 1.6 


1 

5 


.8 




4 


387,672 


5,6 


14 


4.4 ; 


16 


2.6 




9 • 


900,079 


13.0 


43 


13.7 


, 50 




!. 


3 


950,825 


13.8 ■ 


50 


15.9 


' 63\. 


i;u3 . 




1 . 


1,392,163 


20.1 


76 


24.1 


; -ni'r 




2 


, 1,389,873 ■ 


20.1 


67 


21.3 


[ U60 


3 


1,739,090 R 


25.2 


56, 


17.8 


^ . 170 


■283 1, 




3 . ' ’ 


4,816,028 


■ . 69.7 


207 


65.7 


I 433 






9, 


2,268 . , 


~ 


1 


.3 


f 




** 


3 


28,421 


.4' 


' ■ . 1 


.3 


1 


. ?. '■ 




2 


109,776 


1.6 


3 


I.O 


3 






7 


369,093 


5.3 


11 


3.5 


14 


2.3, 




8 "t 


669,205 


9.7 


32 


10.2 


' 46 


*1 




2 


1,061,418 


15.4 


• 60 


19.0 


103 


J/.T 




3 


1,104,415 


16,0 


53 


16.8 


! 122 


■ 2 ■ 




9 


1,471,432 


21.3 


46 


14.6 


143 


/I •’ t 




7 


2,095,720 


30.3 


108 


34.3 -• i 


■■■-171 


■28,3'^ 




4 


29,294 


.4 


3 


1.0 ! 


™‘3 


'*4'1 


't ■ 

i'. r 


2 


92,063 


1.3 


4 


1.3 1 


4 


'v 77''; 




I-': 


277,896 


4.0. 


11 


3.5 1 


13 






2 


530,986 


7.7 


32 


10.2 


36 


■6,0>* 




6'.:' ■■■ ' ■■ 


281,620 


4.1 ■ 


. 18' 


5.7 


. 22 


' . i ■'! ' 

J n 0- 'r. 


9:'T; 'T'' 


330,7'45 ■ 


4.8 


16 


5.1 


28 , 


. 


■L-‘ 


9 ■ 1 


285,458 


^.1 . . 


14 


4.4 


38 


. 6, To. 




4 ■ 


. * 267,658 - 


T '3.9 


10 


3.2 . 


27 . 


: '4. ,5::: 


y. ■' 


st^RiC^s 

y^gg'?f968 


and .enrollment 
- May 1969. i 


figures frotn Digest 


of Educational Statistics 196! 


5. : EP.UA L 


, • ■■ ■ '.V /' 


...,R 






TABLE 6-L 

rOlIBER AND PERCENT OF U.S. TOTAL FALL HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENT BY .TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTI' 

BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION, FY's 1965- 





■ Average Enrollment 1964-1967 ’ 

■ ■ % 


Projects FY 
// 


1965-196 


Total 










All Institutions 


6,172,468 


100.0 


2508 


100.0 


4-Year Institutions 


‘ 4,918,163 


7,9.7' 


2506 


99.9 


Universities 


2,391,680 ■ 


38.7 


1588 


63.3 


All Other 4 Year 


2,526,483 


40.9 


918 


36.6 


2-Year Institutions 


1,254,305 


20.3 


'2 


.1 


Public 


I 


. ■ 






All Institutions 


4,181,462 


67.7 


1742 


69.5 


4-Year Institutions 


3, 060., 006 


49.6 


1742 


69.5 


O Universities 


1,706,372 


27.6 


1177' 


46.9 


All Other 4-Year 


1,353,634 


21.9 


565 


22.5 


2-Year Institutions- , 


1,121,456 


18.2 


- 




Private ’ 


! • ■ ■ 

i 








All Institutions 


lj991^006 


32.3 


766 


30.5 


4-Year Institutions 


1,858,157 


30.1 


764 


30.5 


Universities 


685,308 


11.1 


411 


16.4 


All Other 4~Year 


1,172,849 1 


19.0 


353 


14.1 


2-Year Institutions 


132,849 


2.2 


2 


,1 



Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding 

*These 604 FY 69 projects are 81.6% of the total of 740 FY 69 projects. The other 136 are adm: 
agencies, and other organizations. 

Enrollment data from U.S.O.E.'s Opening Fall Enrollment, 1964-68. IT 1965-1968 project data fi 
Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with U.S.O.E, FY 1969 project data from Congressional Notij 

ERIC 



TABLE 6-L 



m BY .TYPE mu CONTROL OF INSTITUTION AND NUMBER AND PERCENT OF EDPA 
;STERING INSTITUTION, FY's 1965-1968 AVERAGED AND FY 1969 






AND PFIDSCESS 



4-1967 

% 



Projects FY 1965-1968 

il ■ 1 . 



Enrolltnent Fall, 1968 



Projects Fi 1969* 
iS I 



10. 0 


2508 


100.0 


7,571,636 


100.0 


604 


T on 
01 1 


'9.7 


2506 


99.9 


5,775,210 


76,3 


.1 


jit 

/' 


(8.7 


1588 " 


63.3 


2,787,682 


36.8 


io/ 

•D 0 A 


• L,’ 
1 


tO.9 


918 


36.6 


. 1,32,1, 51Z 


39.5 




9 9 


!0.3 


2 


.1 


1,796,426 , 


23.7 


li 




37.7 

i9.6 


1742 

1742 


\ 

69.5 

69.5 


5,469,472 

3,821,808 


72.2 
. 50.5 


' 433 

422 


71,7 
59 , 9 
44 " 


27.6 


1177' ■ 


46.9 


2,083,628 


27.5 


270 




21.9 

18.2 


565 


22.5 


1,738,180 

1,647,664 


23.0 
, 21.8 


152 

11 


)L J i 

j. ^ 0 


32.3 


766 


30.5 


2,102,164 


27.8 


171 


n 0 1 
2"; 0 


30.1 


764 


30.5 


1,953,402 


25.9 


i&y 


3 0 , ) 


11.1 

19.0 


411 

353 


16.4 

14.1 


704,054 

1,249,348 


' 9.3 
16.5 


y / 

17. 

0 


< 3 


2.2 


2 


.1 


148,762 


2.0 


/. 





■'S>. 



projects. The other 136 are administered by State education agencies, local education 

68. FY 1965-1968 project data from a report prepared by the Measurement Researcn Cenu 
ect data from Congressional Notifications of. Award, November 1968 - May 1969. 

ERIC ' 






T.-r, -TABLE 7-L 






MJMBER: AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTIONS OF ■HIGHERrEDECATION..|IN,.IJNITED T BY 

(As listeT in-19^7-^68. Educatt6n..Eirectory, 



Institutions 

Classified by Highest Level of Offering 
and Type of Program 



-Total- 



Institutic 

i-TOjO-CtS £1 



All Institutions - Total 



a 



^ 



•vj 

ro 



a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

i. 

j* 

k. 



I 



2f'0' 



occupational terminal 
liberal arts and general 

liberal arts and general and occupational terminal 

primarily teacher preparatory 
liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory 

liberal arts and general, occupational terminal and teacher preparatory 

professional only (not including teacher preparatory) 

professional and teacher preparatory 

professional and occupational terminal 

liberal arts and general and 1 or! 2 professional schpolL 

liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 



I. Tvro and Less than Four-Year Institutions - Total 



a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g* 

h. 

i. 



occupational terminal , , 

liberal arts and general i 

liberal arts and general and occupational terminal I 

primarily teacher preparatory 
liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory 

liberal arts and general, occupational terminal, and teacher preparatory 
professional only (not including teacher preparatory) 
professional and teacher preparatory . .. A 

professional and occupational terminal 



ERIC 



2536 IOC 



1% 

334, 

598 

30 

663 

111 

273 

48 

26 

130 

.250 



i; 

2: 



2C 



1C 



1 = 



885 1 



72- 

179 

574 

5 

31 
ii 
8 ■ 
3 
2 



ta""T-ABLE 7-L ■ 

CtHERvE.DT/cATION.,1^,, UNITED TYPE AND CONTROL IN 1967-68 ACADEMIC YEAR 

d in-.19d7^6'83ducati6nlDirect6ryj:Part 3) ' 

• j.'. A 1. J.i XJa,, n. j, -.f. ' '' ^ .'■'.aa 1 Y .'■/h. 



*'*' •- 


— ^ — -Total-- 

Institutions 








Control of ; 


riistit' 


•Mr'. 7 Pr 0 A 2 cts n 

n 


Public 


Private 


i Ind, 


■ Priv 




r ■ 






■ t 


yi 


w - ■ -r n.^L. L . 


2536 


/: 

100.0 


1043 


41.1 




22.1 


^ 917 
i 


2505 

^1' *' ') 


7^0u. 


■? 2.9 


-7v^3- 


■'1.7 


26' 


5 1.0 


1 

‘*T 


• m; 


334 ; V 


':.'i3.2 


A, ' 


'•2.5 , 


96 ■ 


3.8 


1 175 




598 : 


■'23.6 


■■ • 487 ■ ; 


19.2 


66 ■ 


• 2.6 


1 45 




30 


1.2 


15 . 


.6 


8 


.3 


1 / 




663 


: 26.1 


146 


5.8 


128 


5.0 


i 389 


eacher preparatory ■ 


111 


■ 4.4 . 


65 


2.6 


10 


.4 


' 36 , 




273 


10.8 


38 


1.5 


109 


4.3 


: 126.,, 


V 


48 


1.9 


3 


.1 


30 


1.2 


> 15 




. 26 


1.0 


4 


.2 


18 


■ .7 


4 


ols 


130 


5.1 


22 


.9 


38 


1 . 


i 70 


chools 


^ .250 


10.0 


157 


6.2 


47 


j. • 9 


46 




885 


34.9 


596 


23.5 


125 , 


4.9 


164 




72' 


2.8 


43 


1.7 


25 


1,0 


1 

4 


\ 


179 


‘ 7.1 


54 


2.1 


36 


1.4 ■ ■ 


' 89 


' 1 . - 


574 • 


22.6 


479 


18.9 


56 


■ 2.2 . 1 


39 


? 


5 ■■ 


.2 


5 


.2 


— 


— 

j 


... 

1 


4 


31 


1.2 


12 


.5 


— 


1 

1 


1 19 


eacher preparatory 


ii 


.4 


3 


.1 




1 


: - 8 




8 ' 


• 3 






4 


.2 


4 


1 . ! ' • 


3 


.1 






2 


.1 


1 

J , 




2 


' .1 






2 


.1 


... 



O 
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TABLE 7-L- 



NU>IBER AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATE 

j (As listed in 1967-68 Education Directc 



Institutions ' ' ' 

Classified by Highest Level of Offering 
and Type of Program ■ 



Tot 

Institr 






II. Institutions Offering Bachelor’s ■ Degrees - Total 



-vj 



b, 

c. 

1 

a. 

e. 

f. 



g- 



n. 

i. 



1' 

k. 



liberal arts and general 

liberal arts and general and occupational terminal 

primarily teacher preparatory 

liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory 

liberal arts and general, occupational terminal, and teacher ‘preparatory 
professional only (not including teacher preparatory) 
professional and. teacher preparatory 

professional and occupational terminal , , 

liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 

liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 



1 ‘ .i 

■ ‘ i 



lERJC 



':V • 



I'SBDS&m 



■■if; .I , ... ■ , ,:,.■ 



■'.■•■■v.;''.;. '"U"'--' 



851 



127 
• 24 
15 
■427' 
65 
113 
' 20 
17 
37 
6 






TABLE 7~L' 

GHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATES BY TYPE AND CONTROL IN 1967-68 ACADEMIC YEAR 
d in 1967-68 Education Directory, Part 3) 



cher 'preparatory 



ols 



Total _____ ' Control of Iristitutlon 

Institutions Public Private Ind. _? riva t e Relis 1 g 

# I r % # % # T 



'851 


33.6 


112 


4.4 


127 


5.0 


5 


.2 


• 24 


.9 


8 


.3 


15 


.6 


7 


.3 


• 427 ' 


16 . 8 , 


35 


1.4 


65 


2.6 


34 


1.3 


113 


4.5 


16 


.6 


■ 20 


.8 


1 




17 


.7 


1 


— 


37 


1.5 


1 




6 


.2 


4 


.2 



230 


9.1 


509 


/-U , j. 


41 ■ 


1.6 


81 


3t2. 


10 


.4 


6 


i. 4. 


3 


.1 






85 






1/ . J. 


9 


.4 


9 9 




50 


2.0 


47 


1 0 


9 


.4 


10 




12 


.5 


4 


^ 1 . 


11 


.4 


25 


\ n 






2 


.1 




' ' o ' ■ 

ERIC 










CONTINUED ; 



TABLE 7~t 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATES 

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Director 






Institutions i Tot 

Classified by Highest Level of Offering .Instit 

and Type of Program ^ # 



III. Institutions Offering Masters Degrees - Total • 499 

' ‘ ■ • ' . 

b. liberal arts and general . ' ' 23 

d, primarily teacher preparatory ’ 9 

e, liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory • , 192 

f , liberal arts and general, occupational terminal, and teacher jireparatory 33 

g, professional only (not including teacher, preparatory) 77 

■vj h, professional and teacher preparatory 13 

CD i. professional and occupafU ' nipial . ' 3 

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2f‘ professional schools ■ ‘ 70 

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools* 79 



Institutions Offering Ph.D Degrees - Total 



280 



b, liberal arts and general 
d. prima: ily teacher preparatory 

and general and teacher preparatory 



e. 


liberal 


art-- 


f. 


liberal 


arts 


g* 


profess: 


ional 


h. 


profess: 


renal 


i. 


prof 


Lonal 


j > 


liberal 


arts 


k. 


liberal 


arts 



and 1 or 2 professional schools 
and 3 or more professional schools ■ 



165 













TABLE 7-L 






stS™ ®’^' ACADE>EC YEAS 

scec in iyfa/-68 Jiducation Directory, Part 3) 

■' ■ "•■■(..\72’-y ■>; ,■• ... . - . ^ , , ., ,. , , ., , , 



teacher p'rep.. atory 



00 Is • 
schools* 



teacher preparatory 



>ols 

’Chools 



Total 

.Institutions 

J I 



4 

L 

13 

2 

63 

8 

3 

21 

165 



.2 

.5 

.1 

2.5 

.3 

.1 

.8 

6.5 



Public 



Control of Inst it^rt ion 



Private Ind. 
// ■ 1 



5 

1 

19 

2 

3 

6 

99 



.1 

.2 

. 7 . 

.1 

.r 

.2 

3.9 



. 1 
1 
6 
1 

22 

3 

10 

38 



.2 

.9 

.1 

-.4 

1.5 



7>y .. I* P : u rr > 



• 499 


19.7 


196 


7.7 


124 


4.9 


1 

I 179 


23 

Q 


.9 


1 


... 


17 


.7 


5 


y 


.4 


3 


.!• 


4 


.2 


i " 


192 


7.6 


94 


3.7 


37 


« ^ 1 
1.5 


' 61 


3j 

77 

13 

a 


1.3 

3.0 ' 
.5 

.1 


27 

2 


1.1 

.1 


25 

12 

a 


1.0 ; 

.5 

1 


1 

i <3 
1 50 

1 


70 

“7 ^ 


2.8 


15 


. 6 , 


J 

17 


. X 

.7 ' ; 


' 38 


/9 


3.1 


54 


2.1 


9 


1 


16 


280 


■ .jJLO 


■ 1 ^ , 


5.4 


82 


3.2 


' 60 



2 

22 

3 

5 ' 
28 



i j.- 



-4 

tn 



a -.:.'’ 



o 

ERIC 



;r ■ - 



: 'f* 

‘ i : ■ ' 






COKTIM'JED 





(As listed iri 19 6 7- 68' Education Di: 



TA Vi.E 

TABLE 7-t 



Institutions 

Classified by Highest Level of Offering 



and Type of Program 



Other - Total 

a. occupational- terminal 

b. liberal arts and general 

g. professional only (not including teacher preparatory) , 

h. . professional and teacher preparatory 

i. professional and occupational terminal ‘ . 

j . liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 



Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding. 



M 



, (■ ‘ 




ERIC 






TA'Vf.f; .7-'- 
TABLE 7-L 



[BnS 0FlidHETi'¥]3ufcA^t^^^^ BY TYPE AKD_ CONT^L IN 1967-68 ACADEMIC YEAK 

(As listed in ■i967-6'8''EciucatioYi'DirFcY'6r7,~ P^rt 3) 



Y) 



hools 



Total 

institutions 
, I 



■ . . • 21 .8 

, : ‘ 1 

t n > ... . 

1 - 

r v’rcnr^vatory . 3-^ ]_2 ^ 5 

' ' ' 4 'T - .*2 

■'■■A' 1 ^ - 

: •. , • Y ■’ ■ 2 .1 



Control of Instltntior. 

.Public Private Ind. Private-Kelifi..- '.' 

r ; # % # 






1 













TABLE 8-L 



NUMBER AND PERCENT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTIONS C 
RECEIVING AWARDS UNDER THE FY 1965 - 1968 INSTITUTE 
TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM BY TYPE AND CONTROL 01 

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Directory - 1 



Institutions Total 

Classified by Highest Level of Offering Ihstitut: 

. a nd Type of Program ^ ; // Schools 



All Institutions - Total 



458 



OG 

•P 



b. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

8 - 

h. 

j. 



tv* 



liberal arts and general 

primarily teacher, preparatory • 

liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory 

liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal 
professional only 

professional and teacher preparatory , 

liberal arts and general and. 1 or 2 professional schools 
liberal arts and general and '3 or more professional schools ‘ 



Two and Less than Four-Year Institutions - Total 



b. liberal arts and general 
II. Institutions Offering Bachelors Degrees - Total 



19 

8 

150 

31 

2 

2 

■ 36 
210 



II 



2 

81. 



b. liberal arts and general' 

d. primarily teacher preparatory 

e. liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory ^ 

f. liberal, general, teacher preparatory^ occupational terminal 

g. professional only 

h. professional and teacher preparatory , 

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 



7 

2 

52 

10 

1 

1 

6 

2 









TABLE 8-1 



Ps-v -f P 



tY?E AHD CONTROL OF INSIITDTIOKS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
iDER THE FT 1965 - 1968 INSTIIiJTE AND EXPERIENCED ■ 
IIP PROGRAM BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION 



t. 

r ■! ' t ' • 



'r-' , 



Ln 1967-68 Education. Directory - Part III) 



•V . ■ 

I' 'V 



Total 



Control of Institution 



'Institutions’ 


Public ' 


Private Indi 


:■ Private-Ssligic:,; 


i Schools 1 


1 Schools 1 


1 Schools % 
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39 
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2 
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Disadvantaged Youth* ■ , ' ■ , 


32 
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2 
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■ 1‘ 
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16 


5£ 
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15 
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3f 
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** 
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2£ 
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100.0 . 


' 


- 
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3£ 
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20 
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1^ 
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5.0 
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33.3 . 
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*Project3 whose titles mentioned Disadvantaged Youth or Trainers of Teachers recorded here ratt 



Disadvantaged. Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding, Project data from Con^ 
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TABLE 18-L 

FY 1^69 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS ADMINISTERED BY COLLEGES AND UtnVERSIilES 

OF DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OF ADMINISTERING Ii 

(All Ratings from 1967-68 Edition of Gourman 



Subject Mattel- 



Total 



X> No Dept., or 



if 



"%'■ 



if 



Total 

Arts and H'aaianities 
Bilingual Education 

Civics ' . 

Counseling and Guidance ■ 

Disadvantaged Youth* 

Early Childhood 
Economics 

Educational Media . 

Elementary Education ' ' ' 

Elementary and Secondary Education 
English 

English for Speakers of Other Languages 

Foreign Languages 

Geography 

Health and Physical ‘Education 
History 

Industrial Arts , , , 

International Affairs ^ 

Mathematics 

Reading 

School Administration and Supervision 
Science 

Secondary Education 
Social Studies 

Special Education , 

Support Personnel 

Trainers of Teachers and TTT* 






Vocational Education 



FRfrh^"vSse titles mentionsd Disadvantag'eTi?outh or Trainers of Teachers.' recorded here ra 
““Ws advantaged. Percentages may not add to totals because of- rounding. Project data rom o 
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-20 ' 
4 

'15. 

... 39 

:32 ; 
;15" 

9 

A 13 ■ 
' 7. 

. . 8 

-51 
^ 18 . 
,l37 
: 15 ■ 
11 
34 

; 20 ,. 

7l 
- 11 

19 
17 , 

... 3. 

' 6 , 
: 6. 

20 
9 

44 
14 ■ 
■4 



100.0 , 
' 100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
, 100.0 ... 
; 100.0 
..., 100.0 .. 
100 . 0 .. 
100 . 0 ., 
100 . 0 ... 
100 . 0 ., 
100 , 0 .. 
100.0 1 
100 . 0 ,' 
' 100.0 
100.0 , 
100 . 0 , 
,■ 100 . 0 ,. 
100 , 0 .. 
. 100 . 0 ,. 
100.0 
,.100.0: 
. 100 . 0 .. 
100 . 0 , 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



80 

4 



.2 
3 
. .3 
. 4 
. 1 
1- 
3 

1- 

6. 

8 

^,3 



1 

8 

1 

1 . 

1 

2 

3 



1 

4. 

8 

4 

6 

1 



TABLE 18-L 

STEREO BY COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES BY SUBJECT MATTER AND G0UR>'i/^N RATING 
ENT OF EDUCATION OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION ' 

ngs from 1967-68 Edition of Gounnan Report) 
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X, No Dept., 
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7, 
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100.0 „ 


80 


15.7 ' 
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'20 • 
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4 


,20. 0- 


8 


40.0 


4 


100.0 : . 






2 . 
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15 


100.0 . 


.2 


,i3.3 ' : 


6 


40.0 


.39 


100.0 


‘ . .3- 


: 1.1'' 


17 


43.6 


•32 ; 


100.0., 


" <• 

...3 


•;9.4'’ 


20 
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15 ; 
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_ 4 


26.7 


5 


33.3 


9 


,,,100.0,. 


.. 1 -i 


■ 11.1,' , 


1 
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.‘13 
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, l.f: 


'4 


30.8 


: 7:, 


lOO.O.,, 


3 , 


,42.9 


■ 2 


28.6 


.8 
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.. 1- -li 


. , . . ‘ 12.5 ' ^ 


3 


37.5 


-51 


100.0 „ 


X.v 

6, 7 


ll.,8 ■ • 


24 


47.1 ■ 


■18 


100.0 „ 


8' • 3 


;'44.4’-::' 


, 8 


44-. 4 ■ 


; 37 


100.0 ■: 


•> 3 


8.1'; 


17 


45.9 


15 


100.0 






7 


46.7 


11 


'100.0 ' 


1 i 


' 9.1' 


3 


27.3 


34 


100.0 


8 


'23.5 


15 


44.1 


: 20,, 


100.0 ■ 


. 1 


' 5.0 ■; 


■ 13 


65.0 


1 

^ 7‘. 
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1. . ■ : 


',14.3',: 


3 


42.9 


^ 11 


100.0., 


1 


■ 9.1“'; 


‘ 5 


45.5 


19 


., 100.0,, 


.2 , M 


,' 10.5 


10 


52.6 


17 , 


,100.0 


■; , 3 


, ' ■ 17.6'.: 


2 


11.8 


3. 


,100.0, 


. •> n "I ' 


“ * ' 


2 


66.7 


, 6, 


■100. ol 


■ 1 ■ 7 


' 16 '7-^' 


2 


33.3 


; 6. 


100.0 .. 


4. 


■66,7' 


■ 1 


16.7 


20 


100.0 


8 


40.0 


7 


35.0 


9 


100.0 


4 


44,4 


2 


22,2 


44 


.100.0 


' 6 


13.6 


8 


18.2 


14’ 


100.0 


1 


J.l 


7 


50.0 ■ 


4 


100.0 


1 , , 




1 


25.0 



it 



198 
6 
2 
' 5 
19 
9 

5 

6 
8 
2 
4 

19 

13 

7 

7 

9 
6 

3 

4 
7 

10 
1 
3 
1 

5 
3 

25 

6 
3 



39.0 
3 ^ ' 

5t . 0 

:33.3 

48.7 

no 1 

33.3 

66.7 

61.5 

28.6 

50.0 

37.3 

35.1 

46.7 

63.6 
26.5 

30.0 
42.9 

36.4 

36.8 

58.8 

33.3 

50.0 

16.7 

25.0 

33.3 

56.8 

42.9 

75.0 



n Li ^ 'j 
L JkV t V 



2 13. 



6,7 



i 

1 11.1 



2 3.9 

2 11.1 
4 10.8 
1 6.7. 



c; Q 

.y * . 



0 ^ 

y * 



2 11.8 



11 . 4 



ainers of Teachers, recorded here rather than in academic subject area 
ojgpj^ding. Project data from Congressional Notifications of Award 
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TABLE 19-L 



n 1969 PART C AND D EPDA COLLEGE AND UNIVERSin-.AE'MINISTERjED PROJECTSJ 

BY GOURMAN RATING OF APPROPRIATE ACADEMIC DEP. 




o 



Total Projects X, No Dept.., or 
‘i % 1 



Total Projects in Academic Subject Matter. Areas 

< 


158 


,100.0 


20 


Arts and Humanities , ■ ^ 


k 

( 

I 


100.0 


4 


Economics 

i 


N , ■ 


100.0 


■ - 


1 

English . . 


,51 


100. 0 


■ ' i 


, ' . ' ' , j . • 

Geography 


15 


100,0 


2 


Health and Physical Education 


■ 11 


ioo.o 


' 2 


History , ■ ' ■ 


34 ■ 


100.0 


3 


International Affairs' ' , . 


7,' 


100.0 


■ 5 


Mathematics 


11 


100.0 


- 



not L 
- % 

12,7 

20.0 

7.8 

13.3 

18.2 

8 . 

71 .^ 



I 



Percentages, may not add to 100% because of rounding. 

All ratings from 1967-68 edition of The Gourman Report. 

Project data from Congressional Notification's of Award dated 11/21/68. 
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FEDEPAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECSIVINC 
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Institution fin order of total Total Obligations'' Academic 

Federal obligations) 

Amount Percent cf Amount Pi 



I 



i 




I 

f 



f 









U.S. Total 


■ U 
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Ohio State University 


$ 31,198 
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$ 23,602 


22. 


Duke University i 


30,591 
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27,594 


23. 


Wavne State Universitv 


29,340 


.89 


15,559 
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University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill 
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.59 


15,869 


■ .68 


3,532 


.36 


143 


/ '“1 
f i- 



9,198 

9,148 

9,068 

9,001 

8,979 


,58 

.58 

.58 

.57: 

. .57 . 


, 18,255 
■' 15,587 
15,444 
' ■ 13,080 
' 15,181 


.79 

.67 . 
.66 
.56 
.65 


. 943 
3,561 
3,624 
5,921 
3,798 . 


.10 

.36 

.37 

.60 

.38 


174 
■ 117 
262 
345 


[A 

Jl. 


i 

8,651 


.56 


12,983 


.56 


5,668 


.57 


151 


.31 


8,554 


!56 


17,567 


J 6 


987 


.10 


- 




7,682 


.53 


16,911 


. /:■ 


771 


.08 


- 


r-. 


16,711 


450 


' 13,210 


.57 


3,501 


.35 


329 


.67 


6,585 


.50 


15,490 


■ .67 


1,095 


.11 
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TABLE 2'2-L 






FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE. 100 UNIVERSITIES AND. ..COLLEGES RECEICT 
INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 



Institution (in order of total 
Federal obligations.) 



Total Obligations 



Academic 



Amount -Percent of 
' ' ' U.S; Total' 



Amount 



Pe- 

'U.: 



56. 


University of Kentucky 


$16', 427 


, .50 


$12,140. 


i 57. 


University of Georgia,' 


16,228 


' S 


11,973 


1 58. 


Tulane University ; ■ , 


15,615 


: ‘.M 


13,942 


59. 


Emory University ' ; 


15,474 


' .47 


9,441 ' 


1 60, 

i. 

! 


Baylor University 


15,028 


'.'45 


13,997 


1 

1 61, 


University of Louisville 


',14,993 


..45 


' 4,603 


62. 


Wake Forest University ' ' 


14,515 


'.44 


4,683 


i .. 63. 


UniversTty of Calif ornia-Davis 


'14,498' 


^ 1 

.44 


12.635 


! ■ ^4 


University of Virginia 


14,244 


’ .43 


10,795 




Texas A&M University 


14,126 ' 


' .:43 
« > \* 


13,239 


f o 

i- , , 


■ ■ ' . ■ ' ; ■ 


. 


■ - 




i 

66, 


University of. Oklahoma' . ■ ■ ■ 


14,108 


.43 


8,762 


67, 


Syracuse Universif." 


13,940 


' ' .42 • 


10,564 


i 68, 


North Caroliua State University-Raleigh 


.13,543 


.41 


11,892 


69. 


Carnegie Institute of, Technology 


12,673 , 


' .38 


11,557 


1 70. 


Oregon State University 


.12,648 


.38 


10,025 



71. 


University of Puerto Rico-Rio Piedras 


■ 12,248 


:.'47 


8', 647 


■ 72. 


State University at Buffalo ■ 


12,1.27 


v37 


10,460 


73. 


Iowa State University 


12,070 


.36 

jk 


10,407 


74. 


University of Nebraska 


12,053 


.36 


9,439 


ERIC 


West Virginia University 


11,794' , 


.36 - 


8,655 



TABLE 22-L 



.-•17' A • * • \ '• 

' . r I . 



OWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE iOO INSTITUTIONS, FY 1967 



Obligations 



Academic Science 



Nonscience Activities 



nstitutes 



*.T' 

. llV 

’Fe] iowshir-s 



: •Percent of. 


■Amount 


Percent of 


Amount 


Percent, of , 


Amount 


Percent ‘ 


;■ U.S.Total"" 


• • 


' U.S. Total 




U.S. Total 




U.S. Tot 


? . .50 


$12,140. 


.52, 


$4,287 


.43 


S 122 




! .« 


11,973. 


.52' 


■ .4,255 


: .43 


528 


1,.! 


5 ' . '.>47 


13,942 


.60 


1,673 


.17 




- 


( .47 


9,441 


.41.' 


6,033 


.61 


99 


^ - 


5 ,45 


. 13,997 


.60 


1,031 


,10 






'■* ■ ^ . . • > , 

- ^ 

5 t.45 


k 

4’. 603 


.20; 


10,390 


1.05 ' 






5 "M 


4,683 


.20 


9,832 


1.00 


- , 


- 


\ . ' ^ -A ; 


12,635 


.54 


1,863 


■ .19 


55 




f ' .43 


10,795 


.46 


■ 3,449 


.35 


99 




) ■ ',43. 

» J 4' 


13,239; 


•57^: 


. 887 


.09 


iS5 


r 


5 .43 


8,762 


.38 


5,346 


.54 


150 


• 


) ' .42 ’ 


10,564 


.45 


3,376- - 


.34 


1 ^ 


* 1 


S .41 


11,892' 


.51,. 


1,651 


.17 


■ 39 


“ 


1 ■■'IBS 

A t 


11,557 


. 50 : 


■ 1,116 


.],i 


1^1 


t 


1 . ‘38 , 


10,025 


.43; 


■2,623 


.27 


179 


, f 


! ’ ;37 


8', 647: 


. .37; 


■3,601 


.36 


174 




;i;37 


10,460. 


.45i 


. 1,667 


.17 


57 


k : 


i m 

k 


10,407 


,45' 


: 1,663 




- 




1 .36 


9,439 


.41, 


: 2,614 , 


.26 




4 


ERIC ‘38 


8,655 


.37' 


3,139 


■ .32 




1 



25 



on 



ii 
20 
r 3 I' 



V 

Ofi 

•n 



Qi 

4 UJ 






119 







TABLE 22-1 

I 

I 

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVING 1 
INSTITUTE MI TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 It 



Institucion (in order of total 
Federal obligations) 


Total Obligation^ 

Amount Percent of 
U.S, Total 


Academic Sc 

. Amount Perce 
U.S. 


76. Florida State University 


i $11,771 


.36 


$8,055 


77. University of Notre Dame 


11,633 


.35 


10,607 


78, Colorado State University 


11,448 


.35 


9,276 


7S. University of Arkansas 


11,224 


.34 


9,125 


80. University of Cincinnati 


. 10,859 

1 


.33 


8,782 





Hahnemann Medical College and Hospital 


10,828 


.33 


oo 


82. 


Temple University - ^ , 


10,825 


.• . .33' 


8,867 


83. 


Oklahoma State University 


10,754 ' 


.32 . 


'8,167 


84. 


George Washington University 


10,310 


^ ..31 


8,816 


85. 


Medical College of South Carolina 


10,222 


, '.31 


1,666 



86. 


Washington State University 


9,794- ' 


.30 


7,218 


87, 


Brown University 


9,558 


. .29 


8,590 


88. 


Georgetoimi University 


5,521 ■ 


■ .29 ■ 


7,507 


89. 


Tufts University 


9,329 ■ 


- .28 


7,662 


90. 


Rice University , 


8,777 , 


.27 . 


8,065 
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TABLE 22-L 

i 

I 

aVERSITIES MD COLLEGES RECEIVING THE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967; 
lOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUnONS, FY 1967 



L Obligation^ 



Academic Science 



Nonscience Activities 



institutes 

^ellc'ivsb 



It 


Percent of 


Amount 


Percent of : 


Amount 


Percent of 


Amount T 

I : 




U.S. Total 




U.S, Total ' 




U.S. Total 






11 


.36 


$8,055 


.35. 


$3,716 


.38 


$;218 
1 ^ ^ 




.35 


10,607 


.46 : 


1,026 


.10 


i 


lit , 




.35 


9,276 


,40 


2 , in 


99 

» • •?■■■• 


1 

1 


3i 


Ih 


.34 


■ 9,129 


.39 


2,095 


.21 




S4 


)9 

I 


.3: 

i 


'8,782 


.38 : 


'2,077, 


.21 


1 

t 

j 

1 

1 




^8 


.33 


3,852’ 


.17 


6,976 


.71 


I 


i 




.• „.33' 


8,867 


.38 


1,958 


,20 




75 •! 


)4 


■ ‘ .32 . 


'8,167 


.35- ■ 


2,587 


.26 




'135 


LO 


i ^.31 


. 8,816^ 


, • ■ .38 


1,494' 


■■ .15 




: 61 


12 


. ' .31 


1,666 


.07 ’ 


8,556 


.87 




! - 


M- 


' .30 


7,218 


.3L .. 


2,576 


.26 




441 


58 


.29 


8,590^- 


,37 ■ 


968 


.10 




38 


a 


•.29' 


7.507 


.32 


2', 014 


.20 




97 


^9 


^ .28 ' 


7,662 ■ 


.33 ■ 


1,667 


' .17 




] a 2 


11 


.27 . 


8,065 


, j ,35 ; 


712 


■ .07 
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lABLE 22-L 

FEDERAL OBUGAIIONS TO THE 100 lUmESITIES AJ® COLLEGES RECEIVM TV 
ISSTIXCTE ASP TEACHER FELLOlfSHIP OBUGATIOSS TO THESE 100 IHS 



Ii‘,;titu£icn (in order of 'total Total, Obligations Academic Sc: 

Federal obligations : : ^ — 

Amount Percent of Amount Percei 

U.S. Total ■ n.S> ■ 



91. Kansas State, University 


$8,478 


.26 


$6,603 


92. University of New Mexico 


8,372 


^ .25 


■ ‘6,334 


93. Auburn University 


, 8,364 


.25 


7.298 


9^, Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute 


8,261 


- .25 


7,077 


95. Medical College of Virginia 


7,956 


’.24 


4,444 



96. Mississippi State University 


7,706 


.23 


6,307 


97. University of Puerto Rico-San Juan 


7,529 ■ 


.23 ' 


2,264 


98. University of Calif ornia-Irvine , 


7,489 


.23 ■ 


‘ 4,284 


99 St, Louis University 


7,482 


■ .23 • 


5,343 


100, University of Calif ornia-Santa Barbara 


7,464 


.23 


5,009 



Data on total, academic science, and ‘nonscience activities obligations from National Science Fo 
Fiscal Year 1967. 



Data on institute and teacher fellowship obligations from report prepared by the Measurement Re 
with U.S.O.E. 




TABLE 22-L 

ERSITIES m COLLEGES RECEIVING TEE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967; 
WSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUTIONS, FY 1967 



'bligations 



.26 
.25 
.25 
^ .25 
.24 



.23 

.23 

.23 

.23 

.23 



Academic Science 



Nonscience Activities 



Inctitnte;* . 
Felio'cs‘‘“ns _ 



Amount Percent of 




Amount Percent of Amount lercnn. t- 

U.S. Total . 



II. S, Total 



$6,603 

6,334 

7,298 

7,077 

4,444 



6,307 

2,264 

4,284 

5,543 

5,009 



.28 


$1,875 


.27 


2,038 


.,31 


■ 1,066 


.30 


1,184 


.19 ' 


3,512 


.27 


1,399 


.10 


5,265 


.18 


3,205. 


,4 


1,939 


,22 


2,455 



.19 

,21 

.11 

.12 

.36 



.14 

.53 

.32 

. 2 ) 

.25 



$343 

w' ^ 



1 

4 



44 



)5 



s 



.70 

.On 






r-0 



' , j. 7 



ligations from National Science Foundation's Federal. Support to Colleges 4d . 



ort .prepared by the Measurement Research Center at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contuc. 
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TABLE 24 



O 

ERIC 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS 
TO FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND' TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY SEX;- 
PERCENT OF PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS IN U.S. BY SEX 1965-66 





Participants 

Number 


FY 67 
% 


Unsuccessful 

Applicants 

Number 


FY 67 


% of U. S. 
Teachers 
65-66 


Total 


■■ : 1/ > ■ 

21.718 


100.0 


■ 2 / 
11.111 


100.0 


loo.o 


Male 


11,938 


55.0 


39,472 


55.0 


31.1 


Female 


9,780 


: 45.0 


32,245 


45.0 


68.9 



_!/ 99.0% of participants 

2J 98.7% of unsuccessful applicants 



> ! 



4 



Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa City, : IcJwa, under a contract; with ^^t^^ Office of Education. 



Percentages for U.S. public school teachers : from; U> 8.0^.^^ of 

Educational' •Statistics 






:• ■ / 



table 25 



APPLICANTS TO 

FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY AGE 
(Average age for all U.S. public school teachers 1965-66 was 38.7) 



Age 


Participants 


FY 67 


Unsuccessful 


FY 67 




Number 




Applicants 


% 








Number 





Total 

Under 25 
25 - 29 
30 - 3A 
35 - 39 
40 - 44 
45 - 49 
50 - 54 
55 - 59 
60 & over 



21.438^ ' 

). . 

I 2,039 
4,468 
4,150 
3,844 
2., 642 
■ 2,020 
1,264 
642 
169 



100.0 

9.5 
20.8 
19.4 
17 . 9 
13.3 
9.4 
5.9 
3.0 
.8 



2 / 

70.476~ 100.0 

6,379 9.1 

13,440 19.1 

12,752 18.1 

11,620 16.5 

9,478 13.4 

7,116 10.1 

5,038 7.1 

3,435 4.9 

1,218 1.7 



^Average (est.)V 



(35.9 years) 



(37.1 years) 



2z/ 97.7% of all participants 
2J 57*0% of all unsuccessful applicants 



. ; Average ail public schopl teachers c .c ' ^ ^ ^ i 

; ■ . i'‘^“cational' Statistics 1967. * ^ PE’s Digest of 





TABLE' 26 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL- APPLICANTS 
TO FY 196;7 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY HIGHEST 
DEGREE EARNED; PERCENT OF ALL PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY TEACHERS 
IN UNITED STATES BY HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED, 1965-66 



Highest Degree 
Earned 


Participants 

Number 


FY 67 
% 


Unsuccessful 

Applicants 


FY 67 
% 


% U.S. 
Teachers 
65-66 


Total 


21.846^ 


100.0 


2/ 

72.324 


100.0 


100.0 


None 


' 303' ' . 




836 


1. 2 


7.0 


Bachelor^ s 


• 12,215 • V 


55.9 


43,297 


59.9 


69.6 


Masters 


" 8,495 


38.9 


26,128 


36.1 


21.9 


Professional 

Diploma 


' ■' ^8T, ■‘.v-’: 


2.2 


1,775 


2.4 


1.3 


Doctor’s 


341 


1.6 


288 


.4 


.1 



99. 6/^ of all participants 

99.6% of all unsuqcessful applicants 



Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa Gxty,^ Iowa, under, a ciontract with the U.S, Office of Educat 

i Digest of 




Ti^LE 27 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS 

TO FY 1967. Institutes and teacher fellowship programs who attended 
ONE OR MORE PREVIOUS INSTITUTES OR FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS 



\ 





Participants 

Number 


FY 67 
% 


Unsuccessful 

Applicants 

Number 


FY 67 
% 


Total 


y 

21,459 


100.0 


2J . 

70,790 


100.0 


Yes 


3,461 


16.1 


12,034 


17.0 


No 


• ; 17,998 

. , , j » . 

■ ■ ■ ‘ ■ ' 


83.9 


58,756 


83.0 




97,8% of all participants 
2j 97i4% of all unsuccessful applicants 



. statisti-c^l, reports 'pxepaireci by the vMeasureinent Research Center 

at Iowa . City , Iowa .under . a , contract . srith.the U. S . Office of Education. 



TABLE 28 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO 
FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOVJSHIP PROGRAMS BY WHETHER OR NOT 
UNDERGRADUATE AND GRADUATE MAJORS WERE IN SAME ACADEMIC FIELD AS 

INSTITUTE OR PROGRAM 



Major , • 


Participants 

Number 


. FY 67 
% 


l^successful 

Applicants 


FY 67 
% 


Undereraduate 

Total 


. 1 / 

21.015 


100.0 


, 2 / ' 
68.997 


100.0 


Yes ; 


7,932 


37.7 


22,267 - 


32.3 


No ; ; ■ 

» ' 

: 


13,083 


62.3 


46,730 


67.7 


Graduate 

Total r; 


U 

16.285- 


100.0 


4/ 

51.202 


100.0 


' ■ 


4,437 


27.2 


221 - • 


21.9 


No 


11,848 


72.8 


981 


78.1 



95.8% of ail participants 

_2/ 95.0% of all unsuccessful applicants . 

7A. 2% 6f ail participants 

' i i ' i • '■ ’ ■■ • 

kj 70.5%'of all unsuccessful applicants * 

Data from statist icaX reports prepated by the^ M^ Research Center 

at loWa Cityy Iowa,; 'under a contract wi'Cti, thu Ui.S* Office of Education. 





TABLE 29 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO 
FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY TOTAL YEARS OF 
TEACHING OR RELATED EMPLOYMENT AND BY YEARS IN SUBJECT FIELD OF 



INSTITUTE 

(All public school teachers in U.S. 

teaching 

f ' ’ ■ ■ ■ ■ ^ ’ - 


OR PROGRAM 

in 1965-66 
experience. ) 


had average of 


11 ,8 years 


Participants 


FY 67 


Unsuccessful 


FY 67 


Number 


% 


Applicants 


% 






Number 





Total Years 

Total 

None 

1-4 ? : 

5-9 i ^ ' . 

10-14 

15-19 

20 or more 
(Average (est. 


1/ 

21,519 
140 
5,706 
6,606 , 

4,065 

2,664 

2,33o 

(9 


100.0 
' .7 

. 26.5 ■ 

30.7 

18.9 
12.4 

10.9 

. 3 years) 


2/ 

71.229 
286 , 
17,906 
20,486 
13,075 
. 9,131 

10,345 


100.0 

.4 

25.1 

28.8 

18.4 
12.8 

14.5 

(10. 5 years) 


Years in Field. Of 


Infe t itute o f Pro'giram 












4/ 




Total 


19.8401/ 


100.0 


64.194“ 


100.0 


None 


1,679 


8.5 


5,750 


9.0 


1-4 :• • 


8,246 


41.6 


25,210 


39.3 


5-9 


5,487 


27.7 


; 16,953 


26.4 


10-14 


2,382 


12.0 


8,079 


12.6 


15-19 


1,194 


6.0 


4,299 


6.7 


20 of more 


852 


4.3 


\ 3,903 


6.1 


C Average (est . 


. (6.- 


3 • years ) 




(6.8 years) 



_!/ 98.1% of all participants 

2J 98.0% of all unsuccessful applicants 

_3/ 90.5% of ail participants 

JU 88.4% of ail unsuccessful applicants 

Data frcm statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa City-, iowa, , under' a .'.contract .with the U. S, Office Education. 




Average for all -public school teachjers from U.S.O.E. 
f Educational Statistics 1967V^^^-^^ , ^ 




’s Digest ; of 



TABLE 30 

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PA RT IC _IPANXS--TN -AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS 
TO FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PERCENT 
OF TIME SPENT IN PRESENT ASSIGNMENT AS A TEACHER AND/OR SPECIALIST 
IN THE SUBJECT FIELD. OF THE INSTITUTE OR PROGRAM 





Participants 
# % 


Unsuccessful 


Applicants 

% 


Total 


1/ . 
19.762T' 


100.0 


2/ 

62.632“ 


100.0 


0% ' 


3,510 

' ^ ' ' ' ■■ . : , 

■ 132 ■■ 

1 . ; 


17.7 


11,821 


18.9 


1-9% 


•7' 


664 


1.1, 


10-19% ; 


' .r.'-' ■ ; 127 


:3.7.- ; . 


3,394 


5.4 


20-29% 


;• 1,345 


'■ 6.8 ^ ■ 


5,901 


9.4 


30-39% 


. 643 


3.3, 


2,513 


4.0 


40-49% 


695 


■■■ ■■ / : ' 


2,788 


4.4 


50-59% 


; 1,420 


1.2 


4,652 


7.4 


60-69% 


. ■ ; 1.039 


5.3 


2,975 


4.7 


70-79% 


688 


" 3.5 


2,078 


3. 3 


80-89% 


1,187 


6.0 


3,328 


5.3 


90-100% 


8,377 


42.4 


22,518 


36.0 


(Average 


(est.)). 


(60.4%) 




(55.0%) 


}J 90.1% 


of all participants 




4 ■ 




2J 86 . 2% 


of all . unsuccessful 


applicants 







Data from statistical report^: prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa -City , .Iowa,- imder with the U. S. Office of Education. 




TABLE 31 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS INfUNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO FY 1967 
INSTITUTES and TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PRESENT EMPLOYMENT 
AND CONTROL OF SCHOOL, SYSTEM, OR COLLEGE WHERE EMPLOYED 



1 ■ 

y 


Participants 
/I % 


Unsuccessful 
Applicants 
// % 


Present Emplovinent 
Total 


1/ 

21,558 


100.0 


2/ 

71,390“ 


100.0 


In a Single School 

(Sec. , elem, , or -pre— school) 


18,263 


84.7 


65,003 


91.1 


In a Number of Schools or at System 

Level 


1,876 


• 

00 


4,298 


6.0 


Employed by an Institution of 
Higher Education 


1,005 


4.7 


1,268 


1.8 


Full-Time College. Student 


318 


1.5 


624 


.9 


Not Employed at (or attending) a 
School or College 


96 




197 


.3 



Type of 


School. System, or College Where 


Employed 








Total 




21,241 


100.0 


O 

o 


100.0 


Public 




19,061 


89.7 


61,654 


87.2 


Private, 


Church Related 


1,826 


8.6 - 


8,202 


. 11.6 


Private, 


Not Church Related 


354 


1.7 


851 


1.2 



98.3% of all participants 
2J 9C.3% of All unsuccessful applicants . 

96.8% of 'all participants 
A/ 97.3% of all unsuccessful applicants 



(In Fall 1967 88.4% of all elementary and secondary teachers were employed 
in public schools, 11.6% in nonvpublicO 

Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa City, Iowa, under. a contract with the. U;S. Office of Education, 



Percentages 
^Digest of 



foir 



elementary and secondary 
Statistics 1967. — -- -• 



teachers from U.S.O.E. 's 



TABLE 32 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS 
TO FY 1967 INSTITTJTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY LEVEL OF 
SCHOOL OR SYSTEM OF LOCATION OF SCHOOL OR SYSTEM 







Participants 
# % 


Unsuccessful 
Applicants 
# % 


..Level of School or. System 


: . : : 


1/ 




2/ 




Total 




20,308 


100. 0 


69.847 


100.0 


Pre-School 




132 


.6 


158 


.2 


Pre-School and Elementaxry 




100 


.5 : 


206 


.3 


Elementary : 




5,634 


27.7 


22,334 


32.0 


Junior High 




3,114 


15.3 .. 


11,795 


16.9 


Senior High 




6 , 095 


30.0 


16,841 


24.1 


Junior /Senior High 




2,535 


12.5 . 


8,503 


12.2 


Element ary/ Secondary 




2,698 


13.3 \. 


10,010 


14.3 






Location of School or System 










3/ 




4/ 




Total . _ 

In City of 250,066 or more 


20,065 


100.0 


68,156~ 


100.0 


Population 


4,016 


20.0 . 


12,772 


18.7 


In Suburb of Such a City 
In City of 50,000 to 250,000 


2,036 


10.1 


6,033 


8.9 


Population 


3,110 


15.5 


9,374 


13.8 


In Suburb of Such a City 
In City or Tox«m of 2,500 to 


646 


3.2 


2,091 


3.1 


50 , 000 ‘Population 


6,509 


32.4 


22,284 


32.7 


In Suburb of Suck a City or Town 
In City or Toxdi.qf Less Than 


395 


2.0 


1,623 


2.4 


2,500 or in Rural Area 


3,353 


16.7 


13,979 


' 20.5 



Xj 92.6% of all participants — . 

2j 96.1% of all unsuccessful applicants 

' 91^5% of all participants 

\4/ 93.3% of ail .urisuccessful applicants 



Data frotn statistical reports prepared by the: Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa City ^ :’iowa, under a contract . the U*S«. Office of Education. 



TABLE 33 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS 
TO 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS 
BY ENROLLMENT OF SCHOGL IN WHICH EMPLOYED 

(Applies only to participants employed in single school) 



Participants 
// % 



1 / 



Unsuccessful Applicant 



2 / 



Total 


18.491~ 


100.0 


62,802“ 


100.0 


1 


- 199 


i • 1,019 


5,5 


4,770 


7.6 


200 


- 399 


2,187 


11.8 


9,038 


14.4 


400 


- 599 


; 2,693 


14.6 


10,491 ; 


16.7 


600 


- 799 


2,595 


14.0 . 


9,503 


15.1 


800 


- 999 


2,048 


11.1 


7,157 


11.4 


1000 


- 1199 


1,660 


, , 9.0 ; 


5,043 


8.0 


1200 


- 1399 


. 1,411 


7.6 


4,266 


6.8 


1400 


- 1599 


1,026 


5.5 


3,118 


5.0 


1600 


- 1799 


> 715 


3.9 


1,978 


3.1 


1800 


- 1999 : 


673 


3.6 


1,741 


2.8 


2000 


and over 


2,464 


, 13.3 


5,702 


9.1 














U 


84.3% of 


all participant s 










86.4% of 


all 'unsuccessful 


applicants 







Data from statistical .reports preparedly the Measurement Research Center , 
Iowa City , Iowa, lundei' av^^^^^^ with' 'the U.S; Office: of Educate v 



ERIC 



3^ CO 



TABLE 34 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIEAIiTS-T*N-^M?D-UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO FY 
1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PERCENT OF NON-WHITES 
IN STUDENT BODY OF SCHOOL WHERE EMPLOYED 





’ 


Participants 


Unsuccessful 


Applicants 


s'/ 


% 


# 


% 






1/ 




2/ 




Total 




19,897 


100.0 


67,672 


100.0 


0% 


[ . . .* 


4,393 


22.1 


16,607 


24.5 


1 - 


9% 


6,506 


32,7 


19,252 


28.4 


10 - 


19% >■ 


2,156 


10.8 . 


6,858 


10.1 


20 - 


29% ; 


1,183 


5.9 


■ 3,852 


5.7 


30 - 


39% 


641 


3.2 ■ 


2,255 


3.3 


40 - 


49% •. 


519 


^.6 


. 1,765 


2.6 


50 - 


59% 


396 


■ /.O 


1,450 


2.1 


60 - 


69% 


266 


. 1.3 ■ 


■ . : 990 


1.5 


70- 


79% ■ ^ 


' 24 9 


1.3 


811 


1.2 


80 - 


89% ' 


246 


1.2 . 


880 


1.3 


90 - 


100% • 


3,342 


16.8 


12,952 


19.1 



1./ 90. 7% of all participants : ^ 

93,1% of ail unsuccessful applicAnt^^^^^^^ 



Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
at Iowa City,- lowaV undaf^ A Office of Education. 




TABLE 35 



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO FY 
1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PERCENT OF FAMILIES 
MARKED BY ECONOMIC POVERTY IN STUDENT BODY OF SCHOOL WHERE EMPLOYED 



Participants Unsuccessful Applicants 



Total 


1/ 

19.533T" 


100.0 


2/, 

66,650 


100.0 


0% 


: 1,065 ' 


5.5 ^ 


3,638 


5.5 


1-9% 


5,761 


' 29.5 


17,488 


26.2 


10 - 19% 


3,743. 


19.1 . 


12,113 


18.2 


20 - 29% 


i ' 2,355 


12.0 


8,036 


12.1 


30 - 39% 


1,265 . 


6.5 


4,495 


6.7 


40 - 49% 




3.9 


2,898 


4.3 


50 - 59% : 


- 827 ;: 


• 4'.2.’.-, 


3,104 


4.7 


60 - 69% 


■ 635 


'■ ■:-’3.2 ' ■■ 


2,407. , 


3.6 


70 - 79% 


831 ; 


4.2 . 


3,400 


5.1 


80 - 89% 


755 


3.9 


3,134 


4.7 


90 - 100% 


1,550 : 


7.9 ■ 


5,937 


8.9 



Ij 89.1% of all participants ■ 

91, 7% of I all. unsuccessful applicants 





Data fram statistical reports prepared fey the Measurement Research Center 



at Iowa City , a contract with the U . S . Office pf Education . 
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LENGTH, SIZE, AND COST OF INSTITUTES 
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Length. Size, and Cost of Institutes 

The following 17 tables deal with length, size, and cost of FY 1967 
institutes funded under the aegis of Title V-B of the National Defense 
Education Act (counseling and guidance institutes),. Section 13 of the 
National Fecundation on the Arts' and- the HumanltiesVct (arts and human- 
ities Institutes) and Title XI of the National Defense Education Act 
(Institutes iji all other subject areas). Data on full year fellowship 
programs funded under Title V-C of the Higher Education Act of 1965 were 
eluded from tables because ho information was available on exact 

length of individual programs (they undoubtedly ranged from 36 to 52 
weeks), and thus Jaccurate cost pe participant week figures would have 
been impossible to derive. Only FY 1967 data^ TO available 

data for other years did not contain Information on length and costs of 
individual programs ; - — 



Table 1 shows; the average length, size, cost, and cost per participant 
week OF the 556 jfY 1967, short term (18 weeks or less) ' rectos by 



subject matter. - Looking at our total line, we see that the average 
Institute, was 6:7 weeks long, had 35,5 participants, cost $ 56,430 in 

all, and cdst $240.10 per participant week. Studying the table by 
individual 'subject matter . areas 'we see that modern^ foreign language 
institutes averaged the longes.; at 7 weeks, that "other" Title XI 



subjects and arts and humanities institutes averaged the shortest at 
4.4; and 4.9 weeks 'Respect iv^ number of participants. 




institutes disadvantaged youth were largest with 45.2 while institutes 
in industrial arts were smallest with 28.3. And in average cost per 
participant weekj counseling and guidance institutes at $295.72 were by 
far the most: expensive followed by industrial arts institutes at $276.09 
while school library institutes at $214.63 and English institutes at $218.60 
were the least expensive. 

In general the variations in cost per participant week are probably 
explained by differences in cost of special facilities and equipment. 

Thus, for example, one would expect industrial arts and eduCatiohsl media 
institutes, wh^ch certainly would require costly specialized facilities 
and equipment, to be considerably more expensive than, say, reading or Eng 
institutes for which a minimum of specialized facilities and equipment 
would be necessary. However the reason for the exceptionally high cost of 
counseling and guidance instlttitep a mystery. Certainly counseling 
and guidance does not require materials so specialized that their costs 
should raise per— participant-week costs some $55 above the average. 

Further, airhougii counseling and guidance institutes were authorized 
by diff erent ; legislation than institutes in other subject areas, the 
stipend? paid to participants were the same, Poss^ly the underlying 
reason, then, is a politicai one not apparent to this writer. 

Table 2 shoWs all FY 1967, institutes by length in weeks and cost 
per part icipiaHit,/ Week* Here we find exactly what we might have . expecated 






3 



, I . . . 

assuming that: all institutes have sizeable one~titne setting up expenses! 
the longer the institute the lower the cost per participant week and 
vice versa. The figures are: less than 5 weeks $320.50, 5 weeks 

$260.45, 6 weeks $242.06, 7 weeks $235.27, 8 weeks $232.82, 9 weeks 
$227.59, 10-1.8 ijreeks $226.07, and 36-52 weeks $215.74. The average 
here is $234.85, slightly lower than that shown in Table 1 because 
Table 2, unlike Table 1, includes 22 long term institutes |^f 36-52 week 
duration. ' • - 

Tables 3-17 show the same information as Table 2 by individual 
subject matter areas, that is, they show all institutes in a specific 
subject matter area by length in weeks and cost per participant week. 

These fifteen tables are not particularly telling because in most cases 

. ■ ... 

30 few numbers are averaged. <In only one table— 14, school library 

are the^ costs consistently lower the longer . the institutes.) However, 
because these tables may be of use to Individuals concerned with specific 
subject mat:: er ateas they are Included here. 
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TABLE 2 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN ALL SUBJECT MATTER AREAS 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


. Number, 
of 

Institutes 


Number 

of 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than 
5 weeks 


27 


1079 


. $320.50 


5 weeks 


■ 17 


589 


260.65 


6 weeks 


' ' 224' 

■ H 


7444 


242.06 


7 weeks 


112 


4117 i 


235.27 


8 weeks 


■; 144- '.-^-;-.--'/' 


4932 


232.82 


9 weeks 


13 ■ ' 


590 - 


~ 227.59 


lG-18 ,wee;ks 




247 


226.07 


36-52 weeks 


^ 22;;. 


616 


215.74 



Total* ;■ 567 19,614 234.85 



*Note; Excludes thirteen institutes which trained two or more groups 
, of participants for varying numbers of weeks. 

: 



Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research 
Center at Iowa City, lowa, under a contract with USOE. . ; 












Length 



Less than 
. ' - ’ 5 ^weeks 

5 weeks 

6 weeks 

7 weeks 

8 weeks 

9 weeks 
1:0—18 weeks 
36—52 weeks 



TABLE 3 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN CIVICS BY LENGTH . ~ ' 
IN WEEKS AND COST PER PARTICIPANT WEEK. - 



Number Number Average 

of of Cost Per 

Institutes Participants Participant Week 






308.67 

231.10 

219^80 

237.58 




Total ;'--^2- ■ ^ ■ ■ 817 - v.;;.: ' ^ $232.31 




Data from Statistical reports prepared by the Mea.surement Research 
Center at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract-^ ! 








TABLE 4 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN DISADVANTAGED YOUTH 
. BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 



PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


Number '.»• 

of 

Institutes 


, Number 

' . ’ of ..■'■ ;^. / 

Participants • 


Average 
Cost Per . 
Participant Week 


. Less than 

5 weeks 

■; - -c 




'■■■■' ,* ■’ 'mm 




: : 5 weeks 






■f - /f- '■■$25G..83 / '■ 


6 weeks 




R20':';^ 




7 weeks ■.'■''.v'.. 








8 weeks : 








9 weeks 






•/■•/ ■'■• ^ ■ ■ 


10-18 weeks 


V ' C,; C 




163.22 


36-52 weeks 






— 


Totals 


: • ' ■' ■51/,,. 


.1,8.66 ■/ ./ 
■ • • • ' i 


242.03 


*Excludes three 


institutes which; 


trained two or more^ 


^groups of participants 



for, varying nt^bers of we^ 



Data from s t a 1 1 s t leal ■ raport a ^ Res ear ch Center 

at.Towa'' City;,'^:Ic^a.j^f?ip:^er;^a;^ '' 



O ' 

ERIC 












I 



TABLE 5 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN ECONOMICS 
BY L^GTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


'i Number . 


, . Number . 




; Average 




of'; ■ 

Institutes 


Parti eluants 


77' > ;■ 


Cost Per 

Part icipant Week 


Less than 
5 weeks 






7' ■ ' ' ■ 




5 weeks 








■ ■ 


.6 weeks 








7 7241.92 


, 7 weeks 








198.03 


8 weeks 




■■66:''; ''.7 ■:■■■, '77^^ 




225,92 


9 weeks 


V r^7 








10-18 weeks 


'f 


^ 77' ' ' ■■ '■ ' 7 




. . 


36-52 weeks 


• • i 









*1 



Total* ’ ; 21 722 $260.69 



/ 'V *®^olud6s bne institute which grained , two groups . participants for. 
^dif;ferent\hijmbeirs' 'ot' weeks. i ^ 



: \ f ■atatisticai^ r PT.hpared by the , Measurem Research 

■ ; \ at ; owa, ,I^lty ^ i^tract -with ' U'i.s;. 6 ^;e ; : 




'TABLE 6 



■ 19;67 

INSTITUTES IN EDUCATIONAL MEDIA 
BY. LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST, 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


i Number, ' . 

!• ■' 

Institutes. 


. Number 

" *■ ' ' "' 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than 
5 we^ks 




'VV.' '•■•180:' ■.-■, 


349.25 


5 weeka 




.■■.■■•''...AS: ■■ 


367.80 : 


6 weeks 




'490' > : 




7 weeks 




r ;V.'v...3G,v"'''':^ 




8 weeks 






,V, 


9 weeks 




■ 'r- ■ -^ .'■■ .: 


■' ■ ,.■■' V ''■■ — 


10-18 weeks 








36-52 weeks ,' 









Total* ,32 1,133 $267.59 



*Excludes two .institutes which trained two or more groups of 
participants ,f dr varying numbers oi^^w^^ -fi 



i Research 

,•;: :;-..,Ceriter at, ,Io\^;,.Ci;tyyi:^5wav-:,^under_ 





TABLE 7 



FT 1967 INSTITUTES IN ENGLISIH'' 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



\ ! 



i 



Length 


Number ' .. 

■•.: ■■■ of 

■Institutes 


. Number -> 

Participants ~~~ 


1, Average 

Cost Per 

"Participant Week 


; ;' L'ess than 








5 weeks 






232.46 


5 weeks 




-i; ■ ''■•i53'v:.:v:v:';:v VV' 


; 241.77 


6 weeks 


'v -\;;;rA0 ^ 


: I293y;vv^'^:"'^:v;:;.;;\^ 


227.23 


7 weeks 


;'V''VV:-V::2lVV'\:,.^ 




. 216.49 


8 weeks , * 

' ■■ '• . , ■; i : ' 


C- c.^':V:.29 'V 


■y''s''Vi089y,v";y 


212.21 


. ■ ■ • • ^ 

9 weeks . 


■ ■ ■ ■■.;/V -_':V:;-:v’' 


VV, ',:V' w- V V, 




10-18 weeks 


1 ““ 


■ ■ V — — ' • ■ 




36-52 weeks 


i' ‘ ^ . 






Total* . 


•■■Vv-'-'97' 


~3,428 ' 


219.47 



‘Note: . Excludes :one Institute w 

for diffei^ent numbers of. weeks V * 



from.:statis^kc^;i:;^rep6 

/'Wde:^e ■ contract■v■wit|l^^ 






TABLE 8 



FY- 19 6 7 INSTITUTES IN ENGLISH FOR SPEAKERS OF OTHER LANGUAGES 
■ BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANi LEK 



Length 


Number 
of ■ 

Institutes 


Number 
of ' 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than . . 


•• * - ' '- ,’■ ’ ■ ’ ■ 1 ' ' •.•'■■■ 


,' ; ' ■' '. ■ .1 ! ', ' •■• ■■' '■ J>v ,' 




.'/■ ',. 

, 5 weeks 




'■J' ■• '' A ■■■:'■ ^ 




5 weeks 


' V r : . . .•“-' ■^ v ^'f'V '.V - ' 




V;l , ^ ■ ' — 


6 weeks 




:'::/'''^;;-;'i42::; 


^ 258.96' ; ■ 


7 weeks '•' 


|;;|vi®|ii 




220.92, ■ ■' 


8 weeks ; 






■■ IhlM 


9 weeks 






.,••! ’■ ' 216. 11. 


10-18 weeks 




': :;j j. . ' .-r-.'. ,. ..; ■ , 




36-52 weeks 


■ *• '■■■ ■ '“*. ■ 


' ;■' ■ ■ ■ -■' ;■ -■ ■■. ■:.] 


1 ' . ■■■’ ’ 


Total i 




■; 323< ■, ■;,•■' '.■;: 


243.25. 



. : 1 ' 









■ ■■ ' - ■■ 



'a .^Qity ji;Tpmi .|1 vVV';^;;;-;; 






TABLE 9 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN GEOGRAPHY 
BY LENGTH INi'i WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length ■ 


' ' , , Number 

■ of - 

.Institutes 


. Number 
■' -of ■ 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

. Participant Week 


Less than. 
5 weeks 






311.62 


5 weeks 


r V' 




V; — 


6 weeks 






247.40 


7 weeks 






: 263.15 .. . • 


8 weeks 






• . 248.04 


9 weeks 






244. OA 


10-18 weeks 






' . 


36-52 weeks 


. a ' ' 




' — 


Total ■ 




■.■.'.ySOO, 


252.70 







Datia from ;9tatlsticai reppt^^ tlie Measurement Pesearch 

Center ^:at;':towajGit'y'j^^Ipwa'j_''';undet ■' 





TABLE 10 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN HISTORY 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


Number \ 

' ' of 

Institutes \ 


, Number 
o'f 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than 
5 weeks 




<40- 


271.48 


5 weeks 


' '[a ^ 


7 9' 


V 220.35 


6 weeks 




;'l068;:''.v^ 


232.78 


7 weeks ; 


'.'v;.:,:29 'V-r 


V.’o 985' 




8 weeks 


■ 18.'. 


^';604 ■ 


213.36 


9 weeks 








10-18 weeks ' 


— 




— 


36-52 weeks 




. '“V 


— ■ 


Total , 


."81'.;' .f'- 


2,776 ^ 


$226.22 



A 



. Dfita from statistic reports prepafed by th^ Center 




TABLE 11 



; : FY 1967 INSTITUTES , IN INDUSTRIAL ARTS 
BY . L ENGTH IN ^ EKS-AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


Number 

of 

Institutes 


Number 

of', 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than 
5 weeks j 


; ' ■ I - 




432.33 


5 weeks 




;v': so -y;. , : 


282.76 


6 weeks 

7 weeks , , 

• i • 


12- 


.-286;^ 


\ 294.58 






^ 267.47 


8 weeks 




■■■ ■.. 305 •;:- 


255.15 


9 weeks' 






— 


10-18 weeks 




■ ■■■ "■ - 


— 


36-52 weeks 






— 








• 


Total , 


' f V 30 

^ 1 • 


V ■■■■;>: 850 v/ 


$276.09 




f toni stati.8tiGati reporpat: prepared by the Measurement Research Center 
lowaj^Clty., ’;--Tc!wa»;::' w ■. U., S. ♦0, ■ i : 





TABLE 12 



. FY' 1967 INSTITUTES IN MODERN FOBEIGN LANGUAGES 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length 


j ■ ■ Number . 

' ■ of • 

Institutes 


Number 

•tv '''.'.^/.-bf :■ '■■■■ 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

. Participant Week 


Less than 








5 weeks 






““ 


5 weeks . 






■■■ ■ . 


6 weeks 






279.80 


7 week;s 




v;:v'..;:934/,:y 


239.64 


8 weeks 






,:V:,.241.68 ■■ 


9 weeks 






223.59 


10-18 weeks 




■ ^'54 , 


253.67 


36-52 weeks 








Total 




2,125 


$238.68 




' Data froim statlsticaii TOT by the Measurement 

•• V ; ■ Cjent et' at j I ;';City ■•;lb\ia ;j' 




TABLE 13 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN READING 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIP.ANT WEEK 

< • r 



Length 


■ - Number ■ v*- 

of. : 

■ ■ Institutes 


/Number 

O.f 

Particlnants “ 


Average 
Cost Per 

: -Particinant Week 


Less "than 
5 weeks 




. '27 .:''';.;' V/"' ' 


289.61 


,5 weeks 


,• • • i; V 




— 


6 weeks 


v: ■ -33; 


1088; ^^/: 


, 235.40 


7 weeks 


; :;;7' '.v---' 


247 


237.23 


8 weeks 






195.13 


9 weeks 




' .-L'. ;■ ' . 


. 


10- i8 weeks 


■ ■ ■' 




— • 


36-52 weeks 




■ * W 




Total* 


.53 


1,735 ^ - 


. $225. 61 



*Excludes two institutes which trained two or more groups of participants 
for varying njumhers of weeks. V V 




Data from statisti<ial irepdr^ Research 

Center ’]at Iowa City , ; Iowa,; UjiSvOiE. : 







TABLE- 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN SCHOOL LIBRARY 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST 
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK 



Length ^ ' Number . . Number Average 

of ' of Cost Per 

> ■ Institutes Participants ^ Participant Week 

• ’Less than. ■ V 

5 weeks V 2 . 79 ' ' 281. 79' 

5 weeks ;/V ' ;4/ 127 T' ■ 221.75 

■ ;■ 6 weeks ■■ ; ■'_^,:'.‘__12/' ' 365...,:v’:; . •' '205.M 

.7 weeks 

8 weeks 

9 weeks 
10-18 weeks 
36-52 weeks 

Total ; 18 ■ ■ V-v/ '.' '571. : ■■ 225.55 




from statlstlcai reporta, prepared by the Measurement .Resear 




TABLE 15 



FY 19^^67 INSTITUTES IN OTHEP TITLE XI SUBJECT FIELDS 
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS_AND COST 
PER PARTiHpANT week 



Length 


Number _r 

of 

Institutes 


. Number 
. of ^ . 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

. Participant Week 


Less than 




■j • ■ ' . ' , ' ' , , ■ ■ 




5 weeks 


■ ■ 7 ; 




350.11 


5 weeks 


; vV ;• 






6 weeks 


;2v. ^ 




299.95 


7 weeks 


{•■ 


’7'>. 


.137.50 


8 weeks 




v;rV:'- 81 '7,; 


343.88 


9 weeks 






■ ' — 


10-18 weeks 




7 30' 


149.87 


36-52 weeks 


7 ■ u ■ ■ '• ; 


' - 71 ' . 


254.78 


Total* 


\ \ >18 


588 


254.77 



*Exciudes three institutes which trained two or moi^ groups participants 
for varying numbers of weeks; 



from^ statistical'..rep 9 rts^p^^ by the Measurement Research 

' , low^v^Cify, ■•'IOwa,'''uniierVa^ /; . 




TABLE 16 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN COUNSELING AND GUIDANCE 



BY LENGTH IN, WEEKS AND COST 
. PER P^TieiPANT WEEK : • ^ ^ 



Length 



■ Number ■' 

; of •" 

Institutes 



. Number 

/’Pf C:' 

Participants 



Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 



Less than 
5 weeks 



5 weeks 
.6 weeks 



7 weeks 

8 weeks, 

9 weeks 



10-18 weeks 



36-52 weeks . 



2 

9 

3 

12 

2 

4 

18 



■59.'. 

^ 267 ^; 
112 
: 351 
58 
120 
545 



320.29 

256.28 

465.51 

276.95 

227.89 

274.97 

210.42 



Total*’ 



50 



1,512 



$230.40 



4 



*Excludes one institute , whiqh 
' dif f erent numbers of weeks . 



trained two groups of .participants for 












Data from statisticai irepbrts prepared by the Measurement Research 
Center at Ic^a Clty, Iowa», u?^®^ 



' i f. • ‘ 



er|c 











TABLE 17 



’ 



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN ARTS AND HUMANITIES 
■ - • --rBY' LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST - : 

PER -PARTICIPANT. WEEK. _ . 



‘ Length 


■ ■ ^ . Nmher ^ 

V. Institutes 


.Number 
Pf ■ V 

Participants 


Average 
Cost Per 

Participant Week 


Less than 
5 weeks • 




'■■ 'V! ...;:i56.'.o:.V;^ 


;; 276.19 


5 weeks 




^ 'v''; ■ y' ; . 


',,y ' ■ — 


,6 weeks 




1.28: / 'v;' ' f 


^ 223.36 


7 weeks 






: 285.67 


8 weeks 


; ' '1' 


' 25 ■ ^ . : 


266.61 


9 weeks 


■ v' -' ■ ■ . . ' ■' ■ ' 


; — ;; ;■ . 


— 


10-18 weeks 


' -- 




— , 


36-52 Weeks 


■ ' ' ■ ' ■ ■ . ■ I. • , ■ 


■ * V . ■ 




Total 




377 


$255.78 






